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84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  5297 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  29, 1955 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 


To  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

.1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  this  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  “National  Reserve  Plan”. 

4  Sec.  2.  In  enacting  this  legislation,  it  is  the  conviction 

5  of  the  Congress  that  the  best  interests  of  the  national  security 

6  demand  a  well-trained  and  well-disciplined  Reserve,  and 

7  further  that  honorable  service  includes  fulfillment  of  service 

8  obligation  in  the  Reserve  Forces  as  well  as  the  Active  Forces. 

9  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  to  provide  sufficient  Reserve 
10  Forces  which,  in  conjunction  with  the  Active  Forces,  will 
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be  able  to  preserve  tbe  security,  and  provide  for  the  defense, 
of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  The  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as 
follows : 

(1)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  4  (d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

“  ( 3 )  Each  person  who,  after  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act,  is  inducted  into,  or  initially  enlisted  or 
appointed  in,  the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
before  his  thirty-fifth  birthday,  shall  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and 
in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  such  person,  on  release 
from  active  training  and  service  or  active  duty  for  training 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  qualified,  be  retained  in 
or  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) , 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
lie  is  lequired  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 
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6  (c)  (2)  (A).  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable,  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  shall 
continue  to  consist  of  members  of  the  militia  voluntarily 
enlisting  therein.  However,  when  recruitment  efforts  by  the 
several  States  procure  less  than  the  necessary  numbers  and 
quality  of  volunteer  personnel,  and  upon  request  or  approval 
of  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  a  State, 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  such  a  person  may 
be  transferred  to  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 
6  (c)  (2)  (A)  unless  sooner  discharged  or  transferred. 

A  person  transferred  under  this  paragraph  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  concurrently 
become  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  as  appropriate.  Persons  having  an  obligated  period 
of  service  under  this  Act  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may 
be  prescribed  hv  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  for  satisfactory  performance  of  that  service 
obligation.  However,  any  person  while  subject  to  such 
reserve  obligation  who  in  good  faith  becomes  a  regular  or 
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duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  or  a  student  preparing 
therefor,  as  defined  in  sections  6  (g)  and  16  (g)  of  this 
Act,  shall,  at  his  request,  not  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
training  and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive 
duty  training  while  in  such  status.  In  adddition  to  their 
obligation  to  perform  the  duties  provided  for  in  this  Act, 
such  persons  shall  be  subject  to  such  orders,  directives,  and 
regulations  relating  to  their  administration  (including  the 
rendering  of  prescribed  reports  on  personal  status)  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) .  This  subsection  does  not  prevent  any  person, 
while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force. 
The  appropriate  Secretary  of  a  military  department,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretaty  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  Coast  Guard  when  it  is 
not  operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy)  may  provide,  by 
regulations  which  shall  be  as  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  of  any  person  from  active  training  and  service  or 
active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  before  serving 
the  period  of  active  training  and  service  or  active  dutv  for 
training  for  which  he  was  enlisted,  appointed,  or  inducted. 
The  amendment  made  by  this  amendatory  Act  does  not 
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change  or  revoke  any  reserve  obligation  imposed  on  any 
person  under  this  section  before  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act.” 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  is  amended  to  read  as 

follows : 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  any  person  herein  described  may, 
within  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  with  the  advice  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  enlist  in 
the  Army  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Ter¬ 
ritory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Deserve  or  in 
any  unit  of  the  Reserve  of  any  armed  force.  Under  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard),  any  person  who  has  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  may  be  en¬ 
listed  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
eight  years;  any  person  who  is  under  the  age  of  nineteen 
3^ears  and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  report  for  induction 
under  this  Act  may  be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  service  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total 
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of  eight  years,  shall,  within  two  years  of  such  enlistment, 
notwithstanding  an}^  other  provisions  of  law,  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  to  perform  a  minimum  of  twenty-four  consecu¬ 
tive  months  of  active  training  and  service,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  except  that  the  commencement  of  such  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  may  he  deferred  under  the  same  conditions 
and  for  the  same  period  that  induction  for  training  and 
service  may  be  deferred  under  subsections  (d)  or  (i)  (1) 
of  this  section.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
eight  years  shall,  upon  enlistment,  he  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  training  for  a  period  of  six  months.  The  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  shall  he  provided  sufficient 
personnel,  under  sections  4  (d)  (3)  and  6  (c)  (2)  (A) 
to  meet  the  approved  program  strengths  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard.  Notwithstanding 
the  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  under  this  section,  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  one  hundred  thousand  persons  net  and  not  more 
than  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  persons  net  shall  he 
enlisted  annually  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
eserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  for  the  purposes  of 
is  subsection.  The  National  Security  Training  Commission 
11  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
the  President,  as  Commander-in-Cliief,  with  respect  to 
elfare  of  persons  while  serving  on  active  duty  for  train- 
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ing  for  six  months  under  this  subsection.  The  National 
Security  Training  Commission  shall  report  with  respect  to 
the  welfare  of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Congress.  The 
advice  and  reports  rendered  by  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  welfare  of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  required.  Upon  a  specific 
finding  by  the  President,  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged 
in  critical  defense  supporting  industries  may  be  allowed  to 
fulfill  their  military  obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty 
for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years  under  the  terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total 
of  eight  years  shall — 

“  (i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of  $50  a 
month  for  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  incident 
thereto ; 

“  (ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  he  shall  be 
treated  as  if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under 
four  months )  ; 

“  (iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized  for  re- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

32 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


8 


servists  by  Public  Law  108,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201)  (for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  which  the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  as 
used  herein  shall  be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval 
or  military  service’) ,  except  that  he  shall  not  be  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  section  621  of  the  National  Service 
Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  the  auto¬ 
matic  indemnity  coverage  under  the  Servicemen’s 
Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  be  limited  to 
thirty  days  after  separation  or  release  from  the  initial 
six  months  of  active  duty  training ;  and 

“  (iv)  during  his  period  of  obligated  service,  be  de¬ 
ferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  after 
completing  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for 
training,  for  so  long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Army  National  Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or 
a  reserve  component,  but  he  shall  be  liable  for  active 
duty  in  accordance  with  law.  However,  if  after  com¬ 
pleting  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for  training 
he  d  oes  not  thereafter,  during  any  part  of  his  obligated 
period  of  service,  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  the 
Army  National  Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or  a  reserve 
component,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
lorce  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
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the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  his  deferment  shall  he 
canceled,  and  he  shall  be  liable  to  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Uorce  in  which  he  has  been  trained  for  a  period 
of  training  and  service  of  not  more  than  twenty-four 
months.  In  addition  to  enlistments  authorized  by  this 
subsection,  persons  selected  for  enrollment  in  an  officer 
training  program  under  section  6  (d)  of  this  title  may 
be  enlisted  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Force 
concerned.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  words 
‘active  duty  for  training’  mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active 
military  service  of  the  United  States  for  training  pur¬ 
poses;  and  in  respect  to  members  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  means,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  only,  the  performance  of  such  duty  in  a 
Federal  status.” 

(3)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at 

the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  graduation  persons 
who  successfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTO 
course  and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve 
of  the  appropriate  service.  Thereafter,  such  persons  in 
excess  of  the  Active  Forces  requirements  existing  at  that 
time,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period 
of  six  months  with  the  service  in  which  commissioned. 
Upon  the  completion  of  such  active  duty  for  training  such 
H.  R.  5297 - 2 
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person  shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an 
appropriate  reserve  component  for  a  period  of  seven  and 
one-half  years  additional  service.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  develop  standards  and  regulations  to  require  satisfac¬ 
tory  participation  by  such  a  person.  Failure  to  meet  these 
standards  may  result  in  his  commission  in  the  reserve  being 
revoked.” 

(4)  Section  9  (g)  (3)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  par¬ 
agraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall 
be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his  phys¬ 
ical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  while  a  member  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard.  Upon  his 
release  from  training  duty  (other  than  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps)  or  upon  his  rejection,  such 
employee  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement 
within  thirty  days  following  his  release  or  rejection,  be  re¬ 
instated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all 
employees  similarly  situated.” 

(5)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  to  read  as 
follows : 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


11 


“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  defined  in  section  6  (c)  (2) 
(A)  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan  shall  be  entitled,  upon 
application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (a) 
release  following  satisfactory  completion  of  required  training 
or  (b)  from  hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for 
a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months,  to  all  reemployment 
rights  and  benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  this  title  in  the 
case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not  be  discharged  from 
such  position  without  cause,  within  six  months  after  such 
restoration.” 

Sec.  4.  The  Armed  Porces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (66 
Stat.  481) ,  is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  amending  section  101  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

“(f)  ‘Member  of  a  reserve  component’  means  a  person 
appointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  as  a  Reserve  of  an  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  or  a  person  who  is  transferred 
to,  or  otherwise  acquires  membership  in,  a  reserve  component 
under  any  provision  of  law:  Provided ,  That  no  person  shall 
be  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  unless 
he  first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or 
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Air  National  Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  pursuant  to  law.” 

(2)  By  inserting  the  following  at  the  end  of  section 

101: 

“  (k)  ‘Active  Forces’  means  those  members  and  units 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  that  are  on  active 
duty. 

“  (1)  ‘Reserve  Forces’  means  those  members  and  units 
of  the  reserve  components,  that  are  not  on  active  duty,  nor 
in  a  retired  status.” 

(3)  By  amending  section  201  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 
“(a)  The  Reserve  Forces  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 

United  States  are  maintained  to  provide  trained  units  and 
qualified  persons  available  for  active  duty  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency,  and  at  such  other  times  as  the  national 
security  requires,  to  meet  requirements  for  military  forces  in 
excess  of  existing  Active  Forces,  during  and  after  the  period 
needed  to  procure  and  train  additional  units  and  qualified 
persons  to  achieve  the  planned  mobilization.” 

(4)  By  amending  section  204  to  read  as  follows: 
“Sec.  204.  The  Reserve  Forces  consist  of  the  Read}^ 

Reserve  with  an  authorized  aggregate  personnel  strength 
which  shall  not  exceed  two  million  nine  hundred  thousand 
and  the  Standby  Reserve.” 

(5)  by  amending  section  205  to  read  as  follows: 
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“Sec.  205.  (a)  The  Keady  Reserve  consists  of  such 
trained  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  section  204,  which  will  he  avail¬ 
able  immediately  during  early  phases  of  any  war  or  general 
mobilization. 

“(b)  Each  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall  per¬ 
form  such  active  duty  for  training  and  such  inactive  duty 
training  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  law.  Such  inactive  duty  training  shall 
normally  provide  for  an  annual  minimum  of  forty-eight 
assemblies  for  drill  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
instruction  or  duty,  or  appropriate  duties.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law  a  person  who  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will  not 
be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may  hereafter  agree, 
to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  inactive  duty 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve.” 

(6)  B}r  amending  section  206  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  206.  (a)  The  Standby  Reserve  consists  of  those 
members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  that  are  not  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  not  be 
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ordered,  without  their  consent,  to  perform  active  duty  for 
training  or  inactive  duty  training,  but  may  be  ordered,  with 
their  consent,  to  perform  such  training  without  pay,  except 
that  such  persons  who  are  in  the  Standby  Reserve  and  who 
are  in  a  pay  status  at  the  time  of  passage  of  this  amendatory 
Act  may  he  permitted  to  remain  in  such  pay  status  for  not 
more  than  one  hundred  and  twenty  days  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendatory  Act.” 

(7)  By  amending  section  208  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required  to  serve  in  a 
reserve  component  pursuant  to  law  shall,  upon  becoming 
a  member  of  a  reserve  component,  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
unless  he  is  on  active  duty  or  is  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 


“(b)  All  units  and  members  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

“  O')  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces  who  is  not 
otherwise  required  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve,  be  placed  in  the  Retired 
Reserve  il  he  is  eligible  and  applies  therefor,  or  be  dis¬ 
charged,  as  appropriate,  unless  he  agrees  or  has  agreed  in 
wiiting  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  at  least  one  year, 
(d)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
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Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast 
Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not  operating  as  a  service 
in  the  Navy) ,  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has 
not  completed  his  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve, 
whenever  the  reason  for  his  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
no  longer  exists. 

“(e)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary — 

“(1)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  his  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  two  years  or  less,  may  be  required  to  serve  the 
remainder  of  his  military  obligation  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  subject  to  paragraph  4  of  this  section ; 

“(2)  an}^  person  who,  at  the  time  of  his  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  a  minimum  of  three  years,  may  be  required  to  serve 
four  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve; 

“(3)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  his  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  a  minimum  of  four  years,  may  be  required  to  serve 
two  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve; 

“(4)  such  persons  by  satisfactory  participation  in 
prescribed  incentive  programs  shall  have  a  period  of 
required  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve  reduced  as  fol- 
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lows:  Three  j^ears  for  a  person  who  has  completed  two 
years  of  active  duty  or  who  has  completed  less  than  two 
years  but  more  than  six  months  of  active  duty  and  was 
released  from  such  active  duty  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Government,  two  years  for  a  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  three  }^ears  of  active  duty,  one  year  for  a  person 
who  has  completed  four  years  of  active  duty;  and 

“  (5)  any  person  who  at  the  time  of  his  release  from 
active  duty  in  an  armed  force  has  served  therein  for  a 
minimum  of  five  years  shall  serve  the  remainder  of  his 
obligation  in  the  Standby  Reserve  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

“  (f)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  after  consultation  with  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  having  responsibility  for  manpower  policies  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  United  States  Coast  Guard 
when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not  operating  as  a  service  in  the 
Navy),  each  armed  force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide 
a  svstem  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 

‘‘(1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization; 

‘‘(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills ; 

(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing 
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critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers 
beyond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  per¬ 
sons  who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an 
overriding  requirement ; 

“  (4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and 
military  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  combat ;  and 

“  (5)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

“(g)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.  Subject  to  such  regulations 
as  the  appropriate  Secretary  may  prescribe,  any  member  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  may,  at  any  time  upon  bis  request,  be 
placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  if  qualified. 

“(h)  Members  of  the  reserve  components  who  are  in 
the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby  Reserve  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  except  those  who  are  on 
active  duty,  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby 
Reserve,  as  the  case  may  be,  established  by  this  amendatory 
Act.” 

“(i)  No  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
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serving  voluntarily  as  a  member  thereof  shall  be  transferred 
or  discharged  under  this  section  without  the  consent  of  the 
Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State 
concerned.” 

(8)  Section  209  (a)  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words 
“retained  in  or”  before  the  word  “transferred”. 

(9)  Section  212  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  212.  (a)  Members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  and 
members  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  shall  be 
in  an  active  status,  except  that  members  of  the  inactive  Army 
National  Guard  shall  be  in  an  inactive  status:  Provided, 
That  no  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  who  is  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred 
to  or  enlisted  in  the  inactive  Army  National  Guard. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  shall  be  in  an 
inactive  status.  However,  for  the  purposes  of  title  III  of 
the  Army  and  Air  Force  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equal¬ 
ization  Act  of  1948,  a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who 
performs  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
under  section  206  (b)  of  this  Act,  and  who  is  otherwise 
eligible,  is  entitled  to  the  award  of  retirement  point  credits 
and  credit  for  membership  in  a  reserve  component  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  that  Act.  A  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who 
applies  for  membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  is  denied 
such  membership  because  of  lack  of  further  requirement  for 
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such  member’s  grade  and  qualifications  shall  become  eligible 
for  consideration  for  promotion  in  the  same  manner  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  provided  such  member  complies 
with  all  other  necessaiy  requirements  pursuant  to  law  or 
regulation  as  are  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  for 
members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  qualify  for  consideration 
for  promotion. 

“(c)  Members  of  the  Retired  Reserve  shall  be  in  a 
retired  status.” 

(10)  Section  214  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  214.  Except  in  the  case  of  the  Army  National 

Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States,  the  Reserve  Forces  shall  be  divided  into 
training  categories  according  to  the  types  and  degrees  of 
training  including  the  number  and  duration  of  drills  or  equiv¬ 
alent  duties  to  he  completed  in  stated  periods  of  time,  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  prescribes.  The  designation  of  such 
training  categories  shall  be  the  same  for  each  Armed  Force 
of  the  United  States.” 

(11)  By  amending  section  228  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  228.  To  become  an  enlisted  member  of  a  reserve 

component,  a  person  shall  be  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of  an 
Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  and  subscribe  to  the  oath 
prescribed  by  section  8  of  the  Act  of  May  5,  1950,  as 
amended,  or  be  inducted  into,  or  transferred  to,  or  other- 
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wise  become  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  under  law: 
Provided,  That  no  person  shall  become  an  enlisted  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  hereunder,  unless  he 
first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia.” 

(12)  By  inserting  the  following  before  the  period  at  the 
end  of  section  232 :  or  transfered  to,  or  otherwise  acquire 
membership  in,  a  reserve  component  under  law:  Provided , 
That  no  person  shall  become  a  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  hereunder,  unless  he  first  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia.” 

(13)  amending  subsections  (a),  (b),  (c),  and 
(d)  of  section  233  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  233.  (a)  In  time  of  war,  or  of  national  emergency 
declared  by  Congress  after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory 
Act,  any  unit  of  the  Reserve  Uorces  and  the  members  thereof, 
or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  serving  as  such,  may,  hy  competent  authority,  and 
subject  to  a  determination  of  availability  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  in  the  case  of  members  of  the  Standby  Re- 
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serve,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  the  duration  of  the  war  or 
emergency  and  for  six  months  thereafter. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  reserve  components  in  a  retired 
status  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  in  time  of  war,  or  of 

national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  after  the  en- 

* 

actment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  but  may  be  ordered  without 
their  consent  only  if  the  appropriate  Secretary  determines 
that  adequate  numbers  of  qualified  members  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  are  not  otherwise  readily  available. 

“  (c)  In  time  of  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  or 
when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the  members 
thereof,  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may, 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  not 
more  than  twenty-four  consecutive  months:  Provided,  That 
Congress  shall  determine  the  number  of  members  of  the 
reserve  components  necessary  for  the  national  security  to 
be  ordered  to  active  duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection  prior 
to  the  exercise  of  the  authority  contained  in  this  subsection. 

“  (d)  In  order  to  maintain  the  required  level  of  profi¬ 
ciency  in  the  Reserve  Forces,  members  thereof  having  an 
obligation  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  participate 
in  training  programs  involving  annually  a  specified  number 
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of  assemblies  for  drill,  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  train¬ 
ing,  instruction,  or  duty,  or  appropriate  duties  prescribed 
by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  as  well  as  a  period  of  active 
duty  or  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen 

days.  However,  whenever  it  is  determined  by  the  appro- 

• 

priate  Secretary  that  the  degree  of  participation  pursuant 
to  the  foregoing  procedure  is  not  sufficient  to  maintain  the 
required  level  of  proficiency,  such  members  may  be  offered 
the  alternative  of  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training 
of  not  to  exceed  thirty  days  annually.  However,  any  such 
members  who  fail  through  refusal,  when  able  to  perform 
their  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above  alternatives,  may  by 
competent  authority  be  ordered  to  and  required  to  perform 
active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training,  without  their  consent, 
for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  annually.  However,  no 
member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
or  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be 
ordered  to  duty  under  this  subsection  without  the  consent  of 
the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be. 

"  (e)  Members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  who  have  ful¬ 
filled  the  active  duty  obligation  imposed  upon  them  by  law 
and  who  thereafter  fail  to  attain  or  maintain  required  levels 
ol  proficiency  because  of  their  failure  or  refusal  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  prescribed  Reserve  programs  shall,  in  addition  to 
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any  other  action  which  may  be  taken  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  and  upon  approval  by  that  Secretary,  not  accrue 
any  further  eligibility  to  benefits  under  title  III  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equaliza¬ 
tion  Act  of  1948.  However,  if  such  a  member  thereafter 
and  during  his  period  of  obligated  service  attains  and  main¬ 
tains  required  levels  of  proficiency,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  he  shall  again  be  entitled  to  those 
benefits  and  to  accrue  further  eligibility  to  those  benefits. 

“(f)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  including  a  Reserve 
in  retired  status  may,  by  competent  authority,  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training  at  any  time  with 
his  consent:  Provided,  however,  That  no  member  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  so  ordered  without  the  consent 
of  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case 
may  be.” 

(14)  By  redesignating  subsections  (e),  (f) ,  and  (g) 
of  section  233  as  (g) ,  (h) ,  and  (i) ,  respectively. 

Sec.  5.  The  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended  (39 
Stat.  166),  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  adding  the  words  “persons  who  are  transferred 
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thereto  pursuant  to  law  and”  after  the  words  “shall  con¬ 
sist  of”  in  section  58  thereof. 

(2)  Section  61  (39  Stat.  198)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  subsections : 

“(b)  In  addition  to  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  heretofore  authorized  by  this  Act,  the  States 
may,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of  such  State,  organize  and 
maintain  State  defense  forces  in  conformance  with  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  The  regulations 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall,  among  other  things,  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  maximum  composition  of  the  State  defense 
forces  within  each  State  and  shall  limit  the  organization  of 
such  forces,  during  periods  of  peace,  to  a  strength  as  deemed 
appropriate  for  organizing  and  planning  and  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  the  rapid  expansion  of  such  State  defense  forces, 
if  and  when  any  part  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  may  he  ordered  to  active  duty  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  or  during  periods  of  a  national  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  State  defense  forces  established  under  this  section  may 
not  he  called,  ordered,  or  in  any  manner  drafted,  as  such, 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  State  defense 
forces  may  he  used  within  their  respective  State  borders 
as  deemed  necessary  b}^  the  chief  executive  thereof.  A  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  State  defense  force  established  under  this  section 
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is  not  exempt  from  military  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  under  an}r  Federal  law  by  reason  of 
membership  therein,  and  further,  such  member  is  not  en¬ 
titled  to  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  transportation,  or  med¬ 
ical  care  or  treatment  from  Federal  funds.  No  person  may 
become  a  member  of  the  organized  militia  established  under 
this  section  if  he  is  a  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as 
defined  in  section  101  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952. 

“  (c)  The  President  may  prescribe  for  the  issuance  of 
such  arms,  ammunition,  clothing,  and  other  items  of  military 
equipment  for  the  use  of  the  State  Defense  Forces  as  he 
deems  appropriate. 

“(d)  The  National  Guard  Bureau  shall  be  charged  with 
administering  the  provisions  of  this  section  and  shall  be  the 
channel  of  communication  between  the  Department  of  the 
Army  and  the  several  States  pursuant  to  policies  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Arnty. 

“(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  “State”  means 
any  State,  Commonwealth,  Territory,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  Canal  Zone  or  Guam." 

(3)  By  amending  section  70  (39  Stat.  201),  to  read 
as  follows: 

“  (a)  Each  person  enlisting  in  the  Army  National  Guard 
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or  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  sign  an  enlistment  contract 
and  subscribe  to  the  following  oath: 

“  ‘I  do  hereby  acknowledge  to  have  voluntarily  enlisted 

this _ day  of _ 19 _ ,  in  the 

_ National  Guard  (Air  National 

Guard)  of  the  State  of _ for  the  period  of 

_ year(s),  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by  law, 

unless  sooner  discharged  by  proper  authority. 

“  % _ ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or 

affirm)  that  I  will  hear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 

States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of _ ;  that 

I  will  serve  them  honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever;  and  that  I  will  obey  the  orders  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Governor  of 

- and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 

over  me,  according  to  law  and  regulations/ 

“(b)  Each  person  who  is  transferred  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard  pursuant  to  law 
shall  thereafter  subscribe  to  the  following  oath: 

- ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or 

affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 

States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of _ ;  that 

I  will  serve  them  honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever;  that  I  will  obey  the  orders  of  the 
Piesident  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Governor  of 
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- and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 

over  me,  according  to  law  and  regulations.’ 

"(c)  The  oath  prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  or  (b) 
may  be  taken  before  any  officer  of  the  Army  National  Guard 
or  the  Air  National  Guard,  as  appropriate,  authorized  by  the 
law  of  his  State  or  Territory  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
in  the  case  of  members  of  its  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard,  or  before  any  other  person  authorized  by  the 
law  of  the  jurisdiction  concerned  to  administer  oaths  of  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard.” 

Sec.  6.  The  following  parts  of  Acts  are  repealed : 

(1)  Paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  4  (c)  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended  (64  Stat. 
605 ) .  However,  any  person  who  was  deferred  under  the 
last  proviso  thereof  shall  continue  to  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty,  ceases 
to  serve  satisfactorily  in  a  reserve  component,  or  would  other¬ 
wise  not  be  subject  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

(2)  Sections  210  and  211  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952,  as  amended. 

(3)  Sections  102  (d)  and  202  (d)  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  Authorization  Act  of  1949  (64  Stat.  322,  323) . 

Sec.  7.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 
be  maintained  in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
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1  practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 

2  duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 

3  status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 

4  January  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  on 

5  the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 
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greXt  lakes  fisheries 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations:  Subcommittee  on 
Convention  on  Great  Lakes  Fisheries  between  U.  S.  and 
Canada  (EiXc.  B,  84th  Cong.,  1st  sess.)  held  and  con¬ 
cluded  hearings  on  this  convention,  with  supporting 
testimony  from  ffimator  Potter;  Robert  Murphy,  Deputy 
Undersecretary  of  State;  Ernest  F.  Swift,  Assistant  Direc¬ 
tor,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Interior  Department; 
N.  E.  Copeland,  Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Resources ; 
Nicholas  V.  Olds,  assista\t  attorney  general  of  Michi¬ 
gan;  and  F.  A.  Westerman,  chief,  fish  division,  Michigan 
Department  of  Conservation.  '/Testimony  opposing  the 
convention  was  heard  from  Dr\Thomas  H.  Langlois, 
Ohio  State  University.  Subcommittee  recessed  subject 
to  call. 
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ATTORNEY  GENERAL’S  ANTITRUST  REPORT 

Select  Committee  on  Small  Business :  Committee  began 
hearings  on  the  report  of  the  Attorney  GeneraPs  Com¬ 
mittee  To  Study  the  Antitrust  Laws,  hearing  -testimony 
from  witnesses,  as  follows:  Assistant  Attorney  General 
in  Charge  of  Antitrust  Division  Stanley  N'.'  Barnes,  who 
served  as  cochairman  of  the  Attorney, General’s  Com¬ 
mittee  and  who  presented  a  summary/6f  the  report,  indi¬ 
cating  areas  in  which  his  Division’s  policies  might  be 
affected  by  it;  and  Prof.  Walter  Adams,  Michigan  State 
University,  and  Prof.  Louis  B.  Schwartz,  University  of 
Pennsylvania  Law  School,  both  of  whom  served  on  the 
Attorney  General’s  Committee  and  both  of  whom  indi¬ 
cated  substantial  areas  of  disagreement  with  the  find¬ 
ings  and  recommendations  of  the  majority.  Hearings 
continue  tomorrow  when  representatives  of  various 
trade  organizations  will  be  heard. 

- _ - 


House  of  Representatives 

Chamber  Action  AEC  Office  Building:  Passed  by  a  voice  vote  H.  R.  5645, 

T  ,  ■,  1 1  -it  tt  r*  o  r  r  to  authorize  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  to  con- 

B.lls  Introduced:  34  public  bills,  H.  R.  3873-590S;  16  $uba  a  modem  office  buildi  or  near  the  District 

private  bdlj  H.  R.  5907-5922;  and  2  resolutions,  H.,J.  of  CoIumbia  t0  scrve  as  its  nnci  ,  office.  This 

Res.  293  and  H.  Res.  223,  were  introduced.  \/  sagl,  was  subsequently  vacatcd  and  s.  iy22>  a  simiIar  £m> 

was  passed  in  lieu,  thus  clearing  the  legislation  for 
Presidential  action. 


Pages  4386,  4407-4408 

Bills  Reported:  Reports  were  filed  as  follows: 

H.  Res.  223,  providing  for  the  consideration  of,  7  hours 
of  debate  on,  and  the  limiting  of  amendments  to,  H.  R. 
2535,  to  admit  Alaska  and  Hawaii  into  the  Union  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States  (H.  Rept.  449) ; 
and 

H.  R.  4904,  extension  of  the  Renegotiation  Act  of  1951, 
amended  (H.  Rept.  250).  Page  4407 

• 

Rice:  Concurred  in  Senate  amendments  to  H.  R.  4647, 
providing  emergency  rice  allotments  for  1955,  and  thus 
cleared  the  bill  for  Presidential  action.  pages  4377-4379 

President’s  Message — Low-Income  Farmers:  Re¬ 
ceived  a  message  from  the  President  transmitting  a 
report  of  the  Secretary  pf  Agriculture  entitled  “Develop¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture’/  Human  Resources,  a  Report  on 
Problems  of  Low-Income  Farmers,”  and  recommending 
legislation  to  improve  the  status  of  low-income  farm 
families.  The/fhessage  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  ordered  printed  as  a  House  docu¬ 
ment  (H.  pOC.  No.  149).  Page  4379 

Further' Program:  It  was  announced  that  action  on 
H.  R/  12,  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949  with 
;ct  to  price  supports  for  basic  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties,  would  not  be  sought  this  week.  The  calling  of  a 
recess  was  made  in  order  at  any  time  on  Wednesday 
next  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  His  Excellency  Field 
Marshall  P.  Pibulsonggram,  Prime  Minister  of  Thailand. 

Page  4386 


Page  4380 

Reserve  Component  Facilities:  Passed  by  a  voice  vote 
H.  R.  2107,  to  amend  the  National  Defense  Facilities 
Act  of  1950  to  provide  for  additional  facilities  necessary 
for  the  administration  and  training  of  units  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States,  after  adopting  a  committee  substitute  amend¬ 
ment.  The  amendment  extends  for  3  years  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  establish  armories 
and  other  facilities  and  authorizes  an  additional  appro¬ 
priation  of  $250  million.  An  amendment  that  sought 
to  prevent  certain  air  training  operations  from  interfer¬ 
ing  with  commercial  airline  traffic  was  rejected.  A 
recommittal  motion  designed  to  incorporate  the  same 
amendment  into  the  bill  was  also  rejected. 

H.  Res.  222,  the  rule  providing  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill,  was  adopted  previously.  pages  4386-4394 

Bills  Referred:  Three  Senate-pas\ed  bills  were  referred 
to  appropriate  committees.  page  4406 

Program  for  Thursday:  Adjourned  at  3:13  p.  m.  until 
Thursday,  April  28,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

Committee  Meetings 

APPLE  PRICES— LAND  CONVEYANCE 

Committee  on  Agriculture :  The  McMillan  subcommit¬ 
tee  ordered  reported  to  the  full  committee  H.  R.  5188, 
to  prohibit  the  publication  by  the  Government  of  any 
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pr&Jiction  with  respect  to  apple  prices, •  and  H.  R.  1762, 
providing  for  the  conveyance  of  certain  lands  by  the 
UnitecL$tates  to  the  city  of  Woodward,  Okla. 

Testifying  on  behalf  of  H.  R.  5188  were  Representa¬ 
tive  Harrison,  of  Virginia,  author  of  the  bill;  Repre¬ 
sentative  Abbott,  author  of  H.  R.  5183  (an  identical 
bill);  Oris  V.  Wells,  Administrator,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service;  ahd  officials  and  representatives  of  apple 
organizations  and  farm  bureau  groups.  Testifying  on 
H.  R.  1762  was  Dr.  H.  Moseman,  Director,  Crops  Re¬ 
search  Services,  Department  of  Agriculture. 

DAIRY  PRODUCTS 

Committee  on  Agriculture :''pr.  Johnson,  professor  of 
economics,  University  of  Connecticut,  testified  before 
the  Abernethy  subcommittee  today  in  connection  with 
its  study  of  the  various  aspects  ana  factors  of  the  dairy 
situation. 
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RESERVE  FORCES 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  Voted  (31  to  5)  to  re¬ 
port  to  the  House,  with  amendments,  H.  R.  5297 ,  the 
National  Reserve  Forces  Plan  of  1955. 


BANK  HOLDING  COMPANIES 


\ 


Banking  and  Currency :  Held  further  executive  con¬ 
sideration  of  H.  R.  2674,  providing  for  the  regulation 
of  bank  holding  companies  under  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  Will  continue  on  same  proposal  tomorrow 
morning. 

SCHOOL  CONSTRUCTION 

Committee  on  Education  and  Labor :  Further  testijnony 
and  explanation  of  legislative  proposals  to  provide  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  to  States  for  school  constructiopAvas  pre¬ 
sented  today  by  Roswell  B.  Perkins,  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare;  and  Samuel  M. 
Brownell,  U.  S.  Commissioner  of  Education.  Ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow  morning. 

FOREIGN  SERVICE— STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs:  Ordered  the  following 
bills  reported  to  the  House— 

H.  R.  5841,  amended  to  repeal  the  fee  stamp  require¬ 
ment  in  the  Foreign  Service  and  amend  section  1728 
of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  5842,  to  repeal  a  service  charge  of  10  cents  per 
sheet  of  100  words,  for  making  out  and  authenticating 
copies  of  records  in  the  Department  of  State; 

H.  R.  5844,  to  increase  the  fee  for  executing  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  passport  from  $1  to  $3 ;  and 

H.  R.  5860,  amended,  to  authorize  certain  officers  and 
employees  of  the  Department  of  State  and  the  Foreign 
Service' to  carry  firearms.  Testifying  on  the  firearms 
bill;. were  Daniel  H.  Clare,  Jr.,  Office  of  Security,  and 
Ben  H.  Brown,  Jr.,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Con¬ 
gressional  Relations,  Department  of  State. 


MANGANESE 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs:  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Mines  and  Mining  continued  its  consideration 
of  H.  R.  3126,  relating  to  extension  of  the/comestic 
manganese  program.  Other  similar  bills  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  subcommittee  are  H.  R.  3315,  33 §0,  4230,  4374, 
and  5221. 

Testimony  in  support  of  the  proposal  was  presented 
today  by  Representative  Poff,  of  yirginia;  Marshall 
McGee,  Miller-McGee  Corp.,  Bat'esville,  Ark.;  John 
Husted,  resident  geologist,  Virginia  Iron,  Coal  &  Coke 
Co.,  Roanoke,  Va.;  Dave  Mye#,  Lynchburg,  Va.,  owner 
of  the  Piedmont  Manganese  Mining  Co.;  James  E. 
Bacon,  Jr.,  D.  B.  D.  Mining  Corp.,  Lynchburg,  Va.; 
Harry  Holloway,  Batesyille,  Ark.,  Arkansas  Mining  & 
Exploration  Corp.;  and  Allen  A.  Zoll,  Minera  Fer¬ 
nandez,  S.  A.,  of  Mexico. 

/ 

NATURAL  GAS, 

Committee  on. biter  state  and  Foreign  Commerce:  Fur¬ 
ther  opposition  was  presented  today  to  H.  R.  4560,  ex¬ 
empting  independent  producers  and  gatherers  of  natural 
gas  from  Federal  Power  Commission  regulation.  Wit¬ 
nesses  heard  were  Vernon  W.  Thomson,  attorney  gen¬ 
eral  of  Wisconsin;  Mayor  Quigg  Newton,  of  Denver, 
Cold.;  Mayor  Joseph  E.  Dillon,  of  St.  Paul,  Minn.; 
Mayor  J.  Moloney,  of  Covington,  Ky.;  Joseph  Gross- 
/man,  assistant  corporation  counsel,  Chicago,  Ill.;  Ralph 
§.  Locher,  director  of  law,  Cleveland,  Ohio;  and  Lester 
Hooker,  Virginia  State  Corporation  Commission. 

Statements  for  the  record  were  submitted  by  W.  D. 
Johnson,  vice  president,  Order  of  Railway  Conductors 
and  Brakemen;  Leonard  Simons,  Wayne  County  utili¬ 
ties  counsel,  Detroit,  Mich.;  and  A.  T.  Lundberg, 
Arlington  (Va.)  County  manager.  Hearings  will  be 
continued  tomorrow. 

WIRETAPPING 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary:  Subcommittee  No.  5  con¬ 
tinued  its  public  hearings  on  pending  wiretapping  bills 
(H.  R.  762,  867,  4513, 4728,  and  5096).  Testimony  was 
received  today  from  William  J.  Keating,  former  general 
counsel,  and  John  M.  O’MaVa,  director,  New  York  City 
Anti-Crime  Committee,  Inc.  .  Hearings  will  be  con¬ 
tinued  tomorrow  morning. 

CANAL  ZONE— COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

\ 

Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries:  Ordered 
the  following  bills  reported  to  the  House— 

H.  R.  4359,  to  authorize  the  city  of  Richmond,  Calif., 
to  dispose  of  certain  personal  property; 

H.  R.  4650,  to  authorize  regulation  of  the  sale  and  use 
of  fireworks  in  the  Canal  Zone ;  \ 

H.  R.  5146,  to  authorize  the  President  to  promote 
Paul  A.  Smith,  a  commissioned  officer  of  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  on  the  retired  list ;  and  \ 

H.  R.  5398,  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey. 
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April  28,  1955. — -Committedjto  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed  with  illustrations 


Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  5297] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5297)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably 
thereon  with  amendments  and  recommend  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

On  page  2,  line  11,  strike  the  words  “or  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,”. 

On  page  2,  line  14,  strike  the  words  “or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,”. 

On  page  2,  lines  18  and  19,  strike  the  words  “or  from  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps”. 

On  page  6,  line  18,  after  the  word  “minimum”,  insert  the  word 
“goal”,  strike  the  word  “and”,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
“but”. 

On  page  10,  lines  16  and  17,  strike  the  parenthetical  expression 
“(other  than  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps)”. 

On  page  16,  lines  13  to  18,  strike  the  words  “Secretary  of  Defense 
after  consultation  with  agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  having 
responsibility  for  manpower  policies  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
for  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy)”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
“President”. 

On  page  21,  line  20,  change  the  period  to  a  comma  and  add  “in 
excess  of  1,000,000  members  comprised  of  units  and  members  thereof 
or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit.” 
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NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 


Purpose  of  the  Bill 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is  to  provide  the  machinery 
by  which  our  Reserve  Forces  may  be  so  organized  and  trained  that 
in  the  event  of  war,  they  can  be  mobilized  quickly  to  augment  the 
Active  Forces  in  combat  and  to  carry  out  the  internal  security  missions 
in  the  United  States.  This  will  be  accomplished  by  this  legislation 
which  provides  authority  to  strengthen  the  Reserve  Forces  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  by  improving  the  Reserve  struc¬ 
ture,  by  supplying  initially  trained  young  men  to  the  Reserve  Forces, 
by  assuring  a  supply  of  trained  personnel  to  the  National  Guard,  by 
insuring  participation  in  Reserve  training,  and  by  permitting  the 
peacetime  organization  of  State  defense  forces. 

H.  R.  5297  contains  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952, 
and  the  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended. 

H.  R.  5297  represents  revisions  by  the  committee  of  a  similar  bill 
(H.  R.  2967)  introduced  at  the  request  of  the  Department  of  Defense,! 
which  embodied  the  proposals  of  the  President  for  the  National 
Reserve  Plan  as  contained  in  his  special  message  of  January  13,  1955. 
In  order  to  strengthen  several  major  areas  in  the  bill  and  to  make  it 
consistent  with  what  is  believed  to  be  the  desire  of  the  American 
people,  the  committee  has  extensively  revised  the  proposed  legislation, 
and  now  reports  to  the  House,  as  H.  R.  5297,  its  own  version  of  the 
National  Reserve  Plan. 

In  considering  this  bill,  Sidicommittee  No.  1  of  the  committee  sat 
in  continuous  consultation  for  8  weeks.  During  this  time,  hearings 
and  conferences  were  held  with  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
all  the  armed  services,  and  the  major  Reserve  and  veterans’  organiza¬ 
tions;  with  other  departments,  agencies,  and  offices  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment;  and  with  many  labor,  religious,  and  civic  groups  having  an 
interest  in  the  program.  H.  R.  5297  incorporates  many  recom¬ 
mendations  and  suggestions  made  by  these  various  groups.  The 
committee  is  pleased  to  report  that  H.  R.  5297  has  the  support  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  and  all  the  major  Reserve  and  veterans’ 
organizations. 

I.  Development  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan 

The  President,  in  a  letter  of  August  1,  1953,  requested  the  National 
Security  Training  Commission  to  report  on  (1)  the  inequities  in  the 
present  method  of  securing  men  for  our  Armed  Forces  Reserve  and 
the  burdens  imposed,  with  suggestions  to  remedy  these  inequities; 
(2)  the  feasibility  and  desirability  of  operating  a  military  training 
program  to  supply  trained  nonveteran  reserves  while  at  the  same  time 
continuing  induction  for  service;  and  (3)  the  relationship  of  such  a 
program  to  the  building  of  a  strong  and  equitable  citizen  reserve 
sufficiently  advanced  in  training  to  permit  the  regular  forces  to 
expand  rapidly  from  peacetime  strength  to  wartime  strength. 

By  another  letter,  the  President  expressed  his  concern  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization,  about  the  problem  of  meet¬ 
ing  our  military  manpower  needs  properly  with  the  least  necessary 
impact  on  the  lives  of  our  young  men  and  on  our  national  economy. 
He  requested  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  to  report  on  the 
availability  of  manpower  simultaneously  to  operate  a  military  train- 
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ing  program,  supply  military  personnel  for  active  service,  and  meet 
the  needs  of  the  civilian  economy. 

The  National  Security  Training  Commission,  in  its  report  of 
December  1,  1953,  pointed  out  many  inequities  which  had  occurred 
during  the  Korean  action.  The  report  recommended  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  national  security  training  through  implementation  of  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  4  (k)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act. 

The  Director  of  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization,  in  his  report  to 
the  President  of  January  6,  1954,  recommended  a  new  approach  to 
the  problem  in  order  to  improve  and  make  more  effective  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  Nation’s  manpower  resources.  This  report  raised  serious 
questions  relating  to  the  capability  of  the  manpower  pool  to  absorb 
a  basic  change  in  the  program  of  procuring  and  training  manpower 
needed  for  the  national  security.  In  this  report  the  Director  re¬ 
commended  that: 

I  v  (1)  The  National  Security  Council,  on  the  basis  of  recom- 
I  ))  mendations  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  determine  the  size 
and  composition  of  military  Deserve  Forces  needed  in  light  of 
current  and  future  national  security  requirements. 

(2)  The  Department  of  Defense  prepare  for  the  consideration 
of  the  National  Security  Council  a  program  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  an  immediately  callable  reserve  and  a  selectively  callable 
reserve,  each  of  appropriate  size  and  composition. 

(3)  The  Department  of  Defense  prepare  for  the  consideration 
of  the  National  Security  Council  a  training  program  for  the  im¬ 
mediately  callable  Reserve. 

(4)  The  Department  of  Defense  develop  a  plan  for  the  callup 
of  the  immediately  callable  Reserve,  and  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization  with  the  cooperation  of  the  Department  of  Defense, 
Department  of  Labor,  and  the  Selective  Service  System  develop 
a  plan  for  the  callup  of  members  of  the  selectively  callable 
Reserve. 

The  President,  on  January  8,  1954,  agreed  in  general  with  the  report 
and  requested  the  Director  to  prepare  a  paper  dealing  with  these 
issues  for  presentation  to  the  National  Security  Council. 

||  y  The  Department  of  Defense  recommendations  concerning  Reserve 
/Mobilization  requirements  which  were  developed  on  an  interservice 
1  basis  were  forwarded  to  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  in  May  and 
presented  to  the  National  Security  Council  on  June  17,  1954.  The 
proposed  Reserve  program  was  referred  by  the  Council  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  and  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  to  consider 
certain  revisions. 

From  that  date  until  November  15,  1954,  when  the  program  was 
presented  for  the  final  time  to  the  National  Security  Council,  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization  worked 
closely  in  the  preparation  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan.  In  addition 
to  the  military  services,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  National  Secur¬ 
ity  Council  Planning  Board,  the  Reserve  Forces  Policy  Board,  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service,  the  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission,  and  other  interested  agencies  of  the  executive  branch,  the 
National  Guard  Association,  the  Reserve  Officers  Association,  the 
State  Guard  Association,  and  other  interested  organizations  made 
invaluable  contributions  in  the  development  of  the  National  Reserve 
Plan. 
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Three  important  objectives,  which  recognize  that  the  Reserve 
Forces  are  only  a  part  of  the  overall  program  necessary  for  the  security 
of  our  Nation,  governed  the  development  of  the  plan: 

1.  To  establish  and  maintain  effective  Reserve  Forces  at  re¬ 
quired  size,  composition,  and  readiness  without  reducing  the 
combat  effectiveness  of  the  Active  Forces; 

2.  To  assure  minimum  impact  on  essential  civilian  activities, 
caused  by  mobilizing  the  Reserve  Forces;  and 

3.  To  provide  maximum  equity  of  obligation  for  all  qualified 
young  men. 

In  preparing  the  plan  for  strengthening  the  Reserve  Forces,  five 
principal  problem  areas  requiring  affirmative  legislation  were  encoun¬ 
tered: 

1.  Reserve  structure; 

2.  Recruitment  and  training  of  young  men  for  the  Reserve 
Forces; 

3.  Assured  assignment  of  trained  personnel  to  the  Army  N^to 

tional  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard;  VP 

4.  Compliance  with  Reserve  training  participation  require¬ 
ments;  and 

5.  Organization  in  peacetime  of  State  militia. 

The  committee  in  its  preparation  of  the  bill  has  been  governed 
by  the  same  basic  objectives  and  lias  given  full  consideration  to  each  of 
the  five  problem  areas. 

On  January  13,  1955,  the  President  sent  the  following  special  mes¬ 
sage  to  the  Congress: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

The  military  security  of  the  United  States  requires  Armed  Forces,  disposed 
and  alerted  for  instant  action,  quickly  reinforceable  by  units  ready  for  mobiliza¬ 
tion,  assured  an  adequate  pool  of  trained  manpower  for  necessary  expansion. 
Three  elements  are  necessary  to  this  military  posture — (1)  Active  Forces  in  the 
strength  and  effectiveness  necessary  to  meet,  to  repel,  and  to  punish  a  first 
massive  assault  or  to  conduct  a  lesser  operation  that  does  not  require  mobilization ; 

(2)  Reserves  so  organized  and  trained  as  units  that  they  can  be  speedily  mobilized 
to  reinforce  the  Active  Forces  in  combat  or  to  man  defense  operations  at  home;  , 

(3)  An  unorganized  Reserve  pool,  adequate  in  training  and  numbers,  to  permit  a 
quick  general  mobilization  of  all  our  military  strength. 

Never,  in  peacetime,  have  we  achieved  this  proper  military  posture.  The 
penalties  of  our  unreadiness  have  been  manifold — in  treasure,  in  blood,  in 
heartbreak  of  a  mighty  Nation  buying  time  with  the  lives  of  men.  Now, 
uneasy  peace,  we  can  and  must  move  toward  this  proper  posture — at  tolerable  cost, 
with  due  regard  for  tradition,  without  disruption  of  human  plans  or  the  material 
economy. 

Korea  and  Indochina  are  bitter  reminders  of  the  everpresent  threat  of  aggression. 
The  masses  of  armed  men  and  the  vast  array  of  warmaking  machines,  maintained 
by  the  Soviets  and  their  satellites  along  the  frontiers  of  the  free  world,  sharpen 
the  reminders. 

The  first  purpose  of  our  defense  planning  remains  the  maintenance  of  a  just, 
secure  peace.  If,  however,  unwanted  war  should  come,  it  should  find  us  ready 
with  every  resource  at  our  command  to  repel  and  defeat  the  enemy.  And,  at 
home,  we  must  have  forces  trained  for  every  emergency,  should  an  aggressor  be 
so  criminally  unwise  as  to  attempt  an  atomic  attack. 

In  seeking  to  attain  these  goals,  we  must  remember  that  the  active  military 
forces  are  only  the  cutting  edge  of  our  Nation’s  full  strength.  A  vigorous  econ¬ 
omy,  a  strong  mobilization  base,  and  trained  citizens  are  the  invincible  elements 
in  our  military  striking  power. 

But  we  cannot  possibly  keep  armed  and  in  uniform  the  total  forces  that  might 
ultimately  be  required  in  all-out  war.  The  inescapable  burdens  would  endanger 
the  liberties  and  the  economic  system  we  are  determined  to  defend. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  case  of  a  global  war,  the  Nation  could  not  count  on  having 
time  to  marshal  its  strength  while  the  enemy  was  engaged  elsewhere.  Unquestion- 
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ably,  the  United  States  would  be  involved  from  the  outset  of  such  a  conflict.  We 
1  must  be  prepared. 

The  Defense  Establishment,  through  the  past  2  years,  has  concentrated  on 
effectiveness,  economy,  and  efficiency  within  the  active  military  forces.  The  re¬ 
sult  is  a  formidable  assurance  to  any  aggressor  that  we  would  react  to  attack, 
instantly  and  powerfully. 

In  the  same  period,  exhaustive  studies  have  been  made  on  manpower — the  key 
to  a  proper  military  posture.  The  recommendations  herewith  submitted,  dealing 
with  both  the  Active  and  the  Reserve  Forces,  are  based  on  them. 

In  summary,  I  recommend  (1)  that  the  present  statutory  provisions  authorizing 
the  induction  of  young  men  by  the  Selective  Service  System  for  24  months  of 
training  and  service,  scheduled  to  expire  July  1,  1955,  be  extended  until  July  1, 
1959;  (2)  that  the  existing  special  statutory  provisions  authorizing  the  registration 
and  induction  of  doctors  and  dentists,  also  scheduled  to  expire  on  July  1,  1955,  be 
extended  until  July  1,  1957;  and  (3)  that  legislation  be  enacted  by  the  Congress 
to  permit  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces  to  meet  essential  mobilization 
requirements. 

The  extension  of  selective  service  is  necessary  because  experience  demonstrates 
that  active  Armed  Forces  of  the  size  we  must  maintain  cannot  be  raised  by  volun¬ 
tary  enlistments  alone.  The  maximum  number  of  volunteers  will  continue  to  be 
the  recruiting  goal  of  the  services.  But  realistic  estimates  set  the  probable  ceiling 

i  voluntary  forces,  in  the  present  economic  situation,  at  a  million  and  a  half— 


More  than  1,300,000  men  short  of  the  planned  strength  goal  for  the  end  of  the 
uscal  year  1956. 

Active  force  strengths  are  continually  under  review  in  the  light  of  changing 
missions  and  technological  improvement  of  weapons.  A  major  purpose  is  economy 
in  the  use  of  men.  But  I  see  no  reasonable  prospect  that  the  world  situation  or 
technological  advances,  in  the  next  4  years,  will  render  the  draft  unnecessary. 
I  earnestly  recommend,  consequently,  that  the  extension  be  for  4  years.  In  the 
case  of  doctors  and  dentists  I  recommend  that  the  extension  be  for  another  period 
of  2  years  only.  By  that  time  it  is  expected  that  the  medical  personnel  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Armed  Forces  can  be  met  adequately  by  other  means. 

The  term  of  service  should  be  retained  at  the  24-month  level  established  by  the 
82d  Congress  after  weighing  the  military  efficiency  and  dollar-cost  arguments 
involved.  Those  arguments,  whose  soundness  was  proved  in  the  experience  of 
the  3  past  years,  are  now  compellingly  persuasive  that  shortening  the  term  of 
service  would  seriously  damage  the  combat  readiness  of  our  Active  Forces. 

The  present  operation  of  selective  service  is  recognized  by  the  American  people 
as  an  equitable  and  necessary  solution  to  a  national  problem.  The  calm  planning 
for  a  call,  the  unquestioning  acceptance  of  it,  the  smooth  adjustment  to  a  new  way 
of  life,  manifested  by  millions  of  our  young  men  and  their  families,  evidences  the 
maturity  of  their  attitude  toward  the  problem  of  national  security. 

Under  the  new  National  Reserve  Plan,  selective  service  and  the  Reserve  Forces, 
in  conjunction  with  our  Regular  Establishment,  will  fulfill  our  security  needs 
with  the  least  possible  disruptive  impact  on  the  life  of  the  individual  citizen  and 
the  civilian  economy.  Flexibility  is  a  primary  characteristic  of  the  plan.  Con¬ 
stant  scrutiny  and  review  of  its  operation  by  the  services  will  assure  its  increasing 
)  Jficiency. 


The  Reserve  program  has  been  the  subject  of  extensive  study  in  the  Congress, 
in  various  Government  agencies  and  in  the  military  services  themselves  over  long 
periods  of  time.  As  in  our  Active  Forces,  we  will  rely  as  heavily  as  possible  on 
voluntary  service.  To  further  this  purpose,  recent  surveys  indicate  that  certain 
improvements  can  be  accomplished  within  the  services,  without  legislation,  and 
steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy  existing  deficiencies.  I  shall  follow  this  action 
personally  with  particular  attention  to  training  for  combat  missions. 

In  addition,  however,  there  is  need  for  certain  changes  in  present  laws  relating 
to  the  Reserves.  There  are  five  principal  areas  where  affirmative  legislation  is 
needed  to  provide  the  basis  for  a  strengthened  Reserve  plan. 

First,  present  law  divides  Reserve  personnel  into  categories  that  do  not  lend 
themselves  fully  to  strategic  requirements.  I  recommend  that  this  be  altered  so 
as  to  provide  one  group  of  reservists  who  can  be  organized  into  a  force  main¬ 
tained  in  a  high  degree  of  readiness  to  meet  immediate  mobilization  requirements, 
and  a  second  nonorganized  group  with  prior  service  who  would  be  called  into 
military  service  by  a  selective  process,  if  the  need  for  their  services  should  de¬ 
velop  in  a  general  mobilization. 

The  first  group  should  be  kept  ready  through  training,  through  the  constant 
flow  of  new  men  into  the  group,  and  through  the  screening  from  the  group  of 
combat  veterans  and  persons  of  essential  civilian  skills  in  excess  of  military  require- 
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ments  whenever  possible.  This  makes  provision  for  meeting  the  essential  man¬ 
power  needs  of  defense  supporting  activities  as  well  as  those  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
Both  these  needs  must  be  met  if  we  are  to  realize  our  maximum  national  strength 
in  time  of  emergency. 

Second,  present  legislation  does  not  make  adequate  provision  for  bringing 
young  men  directly  into  the  Reserve  Forces  without  either  adversely  affecting 
the  readiness  of  the  Active  Forces  or  reducing  the  capability  of  the  Active  Forces 
to  recruit  long-term  volunteers. 

At  present,  the  Reserves  are  composed  of  older  men  who  have  completed  their 
terms  of  active  service.  For  example,  less  than  17  percent  of  the  men  now  in  the  ! 
Army  Reserves  are  under  24  years  of  age.  I  recommend  that  legislation  be 
adopted  by  which  physically  fit  young  men  between  the  ages  of  17  and  19  may 
volunteer  for  6  months’  basic  training,  to  be  followed  by  Active  Reserve  partici¬ 
pation  for  a  period  of  9J4  years. 

During  the  6-month  period  of  training,  these  young  men  would  receive  pay  at 
the  reduced  rate  of  $30  a  month.  The  total  numbers  accepted  in  the  basic  type 
training  should  be  subject  to  quotas,  fixed  by  the  President,  to  avoid  bringing  the 
manpower  pool  down  to  an  undesirably  low  level;  on  the  other  hand,  if  an  adequate 
number  do  not  volunteer  for  this  program,  authority  should  be  given  to  induct 
the  needed  young  men  through  the  Selective  Service  System.  Men  so  selected 
would  be  between  the  ages  of  18J4  and  19. 

The  6-month  training  program  should  be  authorized  for  a  term  of  4  years|B 
covering  the  same  period  as  the  requested  extension  of  the  draft.  In  connectio^J 
with  this  program,  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  should  serve  in 
an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  to  the  President  as  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief. 

Third,  under  present  legislation,  there  is  no  assurance  that  the  National  Guard, 
which  by  law  is  in  the  first  line  of  defense  and  dependent  on  voluntary  enlistments, 
receives  an  adequate  supply  of  young  men  with  appropriate  basic  training.  Young 
men  who  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  receive  no  concentrated  initial  training  of 
the  type  provided  by  the  active  services.  I  recommend  that  legislation  be 
enacted  by  which  the  men  enlisting  in  the  National  Guard  receive  basic  training 
in  the  active  services.  There  must  be  further  assurance  that  the  National 
Guard  contain  a  hard  core  of  men  who  have  been  schooled  in  leadership  and 
technical  military  skills  through  longer  periods  of  active  training  and  service. 

Primary  emphasis  on  voluntary  recruitment  of  personnel  for  the  National 
Guard  should  continue.  However,  subject  to  constitutional  limitations,  the  leg¬ 
islation  should  provide  that  in  the  event  of  failure  to  recruit  the  necessary  num¬ 
bers  and  quality  of  volunteer  personnel,  and  at  the  request  or  approval  of  the 
governor  of  a  State,  personnel  completing  training  or  service  in  the  Active  Forces 
may  be  assigned  to  the  National  Guard  for  their  obligated  period  of  reserve 
participation. 

Fourth,  I  recommend  that  legislation  be  adopted  to  induce  participation  in 
Reserve  training  by  providing  that  men  who  have  served  less  than  2  years  may 
be  recalled  to  active  duty  in  order  to  maintain  or  restore  proficiencies. 

It  is  also  contemplated  that  reservists  who  fail  or  refuse  to  participate  in  the 
Reserve  training  that  may  be  required  of  them  and  choose  not  to  restore  lo,^% 
proficiencies,  will  be  given  other  than  an  honorable  discharge  at  the  end  of  ther»J 
period  of  military  obligation.  Such  action,  which  will  be  taken  in  accordance 
with  existing  statutory  authority  and  procedures,  is  based  upon  the  concept  that 
honorable  military  service  includes  complete  fulfillment  of  all  service  obligations, 
reserve  as  well  as  active.  I  ask  that  the  Congress  reaffirm  this  concept  which  is 
already  contained  in  the  law. 

Fifth,  existing  law  does  not  permit  States  to  maintain  troops  in  addition  to  the 
National  Guard.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  potential  enemy  possesses  weapons 
of  mass  destruction  and  means  for  their  delivery,  it  is  a  matter  of  urgent  impor¬ 
tance  that  there  be  no  break  between  the  time  that  National  Guard  units  might 
be  called  into  Federal  service  and  the  time  that  the  States  could  raise  additional 
forces  to  replace  them.  I  therefore  recommend  that  the  Congress  enact  legis¬ 
lation  which  would  permit  the  States  to  raise  and  maintain  in  time  of  peace 
Organized  Militia  Forces  which  would  take  over  the  National  Guard’s  domestic 
missions  and  support  civil  defense  activities  upon  its  withdrawal. 

These  five  remedies  are  suggested  as  amendments  to  our  existing  legislative 
pattern,  which  is  an  essentially  sound  one.  Through  these  amendments,  certain 
broad  objectives  can  be  attained.  To  begin  with  we  will  give  each  young  man  the 
maximum  possible  right  of  self-determination  by  offering  him  a  choice  of  methods 
of  meeting  his  military  obligation.  At  the  threshold  of  his  career,  he  will  under¬ 
stand  his  obligations,  so  that  he  can  make  definite  plans  for  his  future. 
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In  addition,  a  more  equitable  sharing  of  the  military  obligations  will  be  accom¬ 
plished.  The  program  will  go  far  toward  assuring  combat  veterans  that  they 
will  not  be  called  in  an  emergency  until  younger  men  who  have  not  had  combat 
duty  are  called,  thus  alleviating  an  inequity  made  apparent  during  the  Korean 
conflict. 

In  sum,  the  program  will  constitute  a  substantial  improvement  in  our  present 
defense  arrangements.  It  will  make  our  determination  evident  to  every  would-be 
aggressor. 

I  believe  that,  under  today’s  conditions,  steps  generally  as  outlined  above 
represent  the  best  available  approach  to  the  problem  of  military  security.  I 
earnestly  urge  that  Congress  promptly  initiate  its  studies  of  the  detailed  measures 
necessary  and  that  legislation  incorporating  the  principles  of  the  program  be 
enacted. 


Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 


The  White  House,  January  18,  1955. 

On  January  25,  1955,  a  bill,  H.  R.  2967,  to  implement  the  National 
Reserve  Plan  was  introduced  at  the  request  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  by  Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana. 


II.  The  Hearings 


)) 


The  committee  undertook  consideration  of  the  President’s  proposals 
in  the  awareness  that  a  sound  military  program  must  rest  on  a  solid 
base  and  yet  be  adaptable  to  rapidly  changing  conditions. 

The  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  provides  the  foundation  for 
an  effective  and  enduring  Reserve  program.  In  reporting  out  that  act, 
this  committee  gave  full  recognition  to  the  phenomenon  of  evolution 
in  Reserve  legislation. 

Two  important  related  measures  are  the  National  Defense  Act  and 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act.  The  importance 
attached  to  the  latter  by  this  House  is  demonstrated  by  the  fact  that 
on  February  8,  1955,  a  4-year  extension  of  the  authority  therein  to 
induct  men  for  active  training  and  service  was  voted  by  an  over¬ 
whelming  majority. 

The  strategic  concepts  affecting  national  security  today  are  quite 
different  from  the  concepts  existing  at  the  time  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  was  enacted.  H.  R.  5297,  rather  than  constitut¬ 
ing  a  new  Reserve  program,  contains  amendments  to  existing  law  to 
meet  changes  in  the  strategic  outlook  and  to  correct  shortcomings 
experience  has  demonstrated  exist  in  our  present  Reserve 


On  February  6,  1955,  Subcommittee  No.  1,  Mr.  Brooks,  chairman, 
commenced  extended  hearings  on  this  legislation,  giving  thorough 
consideration  to  the  views  of  all  interested  agencies,  organizations, 
and  individuals  including  Members  of  this  House.  No  group  or 
individual  was  denied  the  opportunity  to  be  heard.  The  committee 
has  developed  a  bill  which  it  believes  provides  the  necessary  legislation 
to  permit  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces  to  meet  mobilization 
requirements  and  to  provide  for  the  security  of  the  Nation. 

During  the  hearings  the  following  presented  statements  to  the 
committee  with  regard  to  the  National  Reserve  plan: 

Department  of  Defense: 

Hon.  Charles  E.  Wilson,  Secretary  of  Defense 
Adm.  Arthur  Radford,  Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
Hon.  Carter  L.  Burgess,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
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Department  of  the  Army: 

Hon.  Robert  T.  Stevens,  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Hon.  Hugh  M.  Milton,  II,  Assistant  Secretary  of^the  Army 
Gen.  Matthew  B.  Ridgway,  Chief  of  Staff 
Mr.  F.  L.  Orth,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army 
Department  of  the  Navy: 

Hon.  Charles  S.  Thomas,  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Adm.  Robert  B.  Carney,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 
Gen.  L.  C.  Shepherd,  Commandant,  United  States  Marine  Corps 
Hon.  Albert  Pratt,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
Department  of  the  Air  Force: 

Hon.  James  H.  Douglas,  Under  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
Gen.  Nathan  F.  Twining,  Chief  of  Staff 
Hon.  David  S.  Smith,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
Treasury  Department: 

Hon.  H.  Chapman  Rose,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Vice  Adm.  Alfred  G.  Richmond,  Commandant,  United  States 
Coast  Guard 

Selective  Service  System:  Maj.  Gen  Lewis  B.  Hershey,  Director 
National  Security  Training  Commission: 

Hon.  Warren  H.  Atherton,  Commissioner 
Gen.  Walter  Bedell  Smith,  Commissioner 
Adm.  Thomas  C.  Kinkaid,  Commissioner 
National  Guard  Bureau: 

Maj.  Gen.  Edgar  C.  Erickson,  Chief 
Brig.  Gen.  W.  P.  Wilson,  Chief,  Air  Force  Division 
Reserve  Forces  Policy  Board:  Dr.  Arthur  S.  Adams,  Chairman 
Department  of  Labor:  Hon.  Rocco  C.  Siciliano,  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Labor 

Office  of  Defense  Mobilization:  Dr.  Arthur  S.  Flemming,  Director 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Administration:  Gov.  Val  Peterson,  Admin¬ 


istrator 

State  Guard  Association 
Reserve  Officers  Association 
Maj.  Gen.  Lief  Sverdrup,  USAR 
Capt.  Walter  J.  Taylor,  Jr.,  LTSAR 

Hon.  James  Roosevelt,  Member  of  Congress  from  California 

Active  Duty  Reservists  Association 

National  Farmers  Union 

American  Farm  Bureau  Federation 

Church  of  the  Brethren 

William  C.  Gibbons 

Mrs.  W.  H.  Moore 

National  Association  of  Evangelical  Churches 

National  Grange 

National  Temperance  League 

National  Temperance  and  Prohibition  Council 

National  Women’s  Christian  Temperance  Union 

National  Prohibition  Committee 

Disabled  American  Veterans  Auxiliary 

Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

Jewish  War  Veterans 

Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations 

American  Labor  Party 
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Disabled  American  Veterans 

Marine  Corps  Reserve  Officers  Association 

Greater  Boston  Committee  to  Oppose  Universal  Military  Training 
United  Christian  Missionary  Society 

Technical  Manpower  Commission,  Armed  Forces  Chemical  Association 
Board  of  World  Peace,  Methodist  Church 
Mennonite  Central  Committee 
Manpower  Commission,  Engineering  Joint  Council 
Mrs.  Agnes  Waters 
American  Legion 
American  Chemical  Society 
Armed  Forces  Chemical  Association 
Assembly  of  Indiana  Council  of  Churches 
Wayne  County  (Ohio)  Informal  Citizens  Group 
Jewish  Peace  Fellowship 
United  Christian  Youth  Movement 
Women’s  International  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom 
>)  Board  of  Social  Missions,  United  Lutheran  Church  of  America 
American  Legion  Auxiliary 
Air  Force  Association 
AMVETS 

Association  of  Land  Grant  Colleges  and  Universities 

National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers 

Naval  Reserve  Association 

National  Conference  of  Methodist  Youth 

National  Association  of  Secondary  School  Principals 

National  Council  Against  Conscription 

National  Association  for  Advancement  of  Colored  People 

Dauphin  Way  Methodist  Church,  Mobile,  Ala. 

American  Dental  Association 
Manufacturing  Chemists’  Association 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 
Col.  Frank  A.  Iszard,  Elmira,  N.  Y. 

United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce 
American  Federation  of  Labor 
Army-Navy  Union,  U.  S.  A. 
l)  National  Council  of  Churches  of  Christ 
Mr.  Whatley,  District  of  Columbia  lawyer 
National  Guard  Association 

III.  Highlights  of  H.  R.  5297 

STRUCTURE  AND  SIZE  OF  RESERVE  FORCES 

The  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  established  the  Ready 
Reserve  and  the  Standby  Reserve. 

rYThe  Ready  Reserve,  within  a  statutory  limit  of  1,500,000  was  to 
contain  units  and  individuals,  ready  for  active  service  (1)  in  time  of 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President,  subject  to  a  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Congress  as  to  the  numbers  to  be  called,  or  (2)  in 
an  expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  the  Congress.  A  primary  consideration  in  estab- 
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lishing  the  Ready  Reserve  was  to  provide  a  Reserve  Force  for  employ¬ 
ment  in  a  Korea-type  situation. 

The  Standby  Reserve  was  to  contain  units  and  individuals  available 
for  active  duty  only  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by 
the  Congress.  Thus  the  Reserve  mobilization  base  for  a  general 
emergency  or  war  was  divided  between  the  two  categories.  As  a 
separate  group  within  the  Standby  Reserve,  it  was  expected  that 
there  would  be  a  relatively  small  inactive-status  list. 

In  actual  practice,  the  Ready  Reserve,  while  increasing  in  size,  has 
not  attained  the  degree  of  organization  or  training  required  for  its 
mobilization  role. 

During  the  entire  period  of  more  than  2  years  that  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  has  been  in  effect,  the  Ready  Reserve 
has  exceeded  the  statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,000.  The  strength  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  on  June  30,  1954,  was  more  than  2,500,000.  This 
number,  however,  is  in  no  wise  a  measure  of  the  military  strength 
of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Over  300,000  of  that  number  are  part  of^ 
the  Active  Forces  and  thus  are  not  in  Reserve.  Of  the  2,200,000^ 
ready  reservists  not  on  active  duty,  only  about  700,000  are  partici¬ 
pating  in  paid  training,  and  this  number  does  not  represent  a  balanced 
and  organized  military  force.  Further,  among  the  entire  member¬ 
ship  there  are  varying  degrees  of  availability  for  service  in  an  emer- 
genc.y. 

The  Standby  Reserve  has  not  attained  the  composition  originally 
contemplated.  Since  there  are  only  200,000  members,  of  whom 
140,000,  or  67  percent,  are  on  the  inactive  status  list,  it  has  not  been 
practicable  to  produce  an  organized  force  in  this  category. 

Personnel  procedures  prescribed  in  law  have  been  partially  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  development  of  this  situation.  Under  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  transfer  of  members  from  the  Ready  Reserve 
to  the  Standby  Reserve  occurs  only  at  the  request  of  the  individual. 
Eligibility  for  such  transfer  in  the  case  of  persons  having  a  statutory 
Reserve  obligation  is  established  through  participation  in  Reserve 
training. 

In  the  development  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  it 
was  anticipated  that  the  Ready  Reserve  would  become  a  well  organ¬ 
ized  and  highly  trained  force  within  the  statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,000.  ^ 
It  was  believed  that  men  with  a  statutory  obligation  in  the  ReadyvJ 
Reserve  would  participate  in  voluntary  training  in  order  to  establish 
eligibility  for  transfer  to  the  less  vulnerable  Standby  Reserve.  Such 
has  not  been  the  case;  this  incentive  provision  alone  has  not  produced 
the  desired  result. 

Under  the  bill,  the  new  Ready  Reserve  would  be  a  trained  and 
appropriately  organized  force  of  units  and  individuals,  of  such  size 
and  composition  as  to  provide  the  Reserve  base  for  the  early  phases 
of  a  general  mobilization.  Due  to  the  changing  strategic  situation, 
primary  consideration  in  the  bill  has  been  given  to  establishing  the 
Ready  Reserve  as  a  Reserve  military  force  for  general  mobilization. 

For  the  foreseeable  future,  the  Active  Forces  will  continue  to  be 
made  up  in  part  of  reservists  on  active  duty.  Therefore,  the  term 
“Reserve  Forces”  has  been  adopted  to  denote  those  elements  of  the 
Reserve  components  (except  the  Retired  Reserve)  which  are  in  fact 
in  reserve  and  not  part  of  the  existing  Active  Forces.  Thus  the 
strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  will  no  longer  include  members  of  the 
Reserve  on  active  duty. 


NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 


11 


H.  R.  2967  provided  no  statutory  strength  ceiling  on  the  Ready 
Reserve,  but  rather  proposed  complete  flexibility  as  to  size,  as  well  as 
composition,  based  on  specific  mobilization  requirements.  Current 
requirements  were  set  at  approximately  2,950,000  to  be  reached  by 
1959.  The  committee  felt  that  some  limitation  was  necessary,  and 
established  a  statutory  ceiling  of  2,900,000  on  the  Ready  Reserve. 

The  Standby  Reserve  will  be  a  nonorganized  Reserve  pool  from 
which  experienced  personnel  for  the  forces  to  be  developed  in  the 
secondary  phases  of  a  general  mobilization  will  be  selected.  By  1959, 
the  Standby  Reserve  is  expected  to  achieve  a  total  strength  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2  million. 

As  the  basis  for  controlling  the  numbers  within  the  authorized 
strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  the  bill  provides  that  members  com¬ 
pleting  their  Ready  Reserve  obligation  will  be  transferred  auto¬ 
matically  to  the  Standby  Reserve  unless  they  volunteer  to  remain. 
Furthermore,  there  is  broad  authority  for  the  service  Secretaries  to 
effect  transfers  from  the  Ready  Reserve  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
^through  the  screening  process. 

SCREENING  AND  SELECTIVE  RECALL 

In  the  bill  there  is  full  recognition  that  the  national  defense  requires 
not  only  the  creation  of  adequate  military  forces,  but  also  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  an  effective  defense-supporting  economy.  Existing  law  pro¬ 
vides  that  records  of  members  of  the  Reserve  be  maintained  showing 
such  information  as  dependency  status,  civilian  occupation  skills,  and 
availability.  The  law  further  requires  that  in  the  event  of  a  limited 
mobilization,  attention  shall  be  given  in  ordering  reservists  to  active 
duty  to  such  conditions  as  the  nature  and  duration  of  previous  service, 
family  responsibilities,  and  employment  necessary  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  national  health,  safety,  and  welfare. 

However,  no  provision  is  now  made  for  a  category  to  which  indi¬ 
viduals  of  questionable  mobilization  availability  may  be  transferred. 
The  determination  of  which  reservists  would  be  ordered  into  military 
service  and  which  would  be  left  in  their  civilian  pursuits  in  time  of 
mobilization  would  have  to  be  made  by  the  military  services.  Careful 
consideration  of  individual  cases  would  be  most  difficult. 

})  To  correct  this  situation,  the  bill  provides  for  continuous  peacetime 
screening  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  immediate  availability  in  the 
event  of  mobilization.  Members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  with  critical 
skills,  combat  veterans,  and  those  whose  mobilization  would  result  in 
extreme  personal  or  community  hardship  will  be  screened  for  possible 
transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve.  Criteria  for  the  screening  process 
will  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

Another  new  feature  in  the  bill  provides  that  members  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  will  not  be  ordered  to  active  duty  until  the  Selective 
Service  System  has  determined  their  availability  based  on  the  alloca¬ 
tion  of  skills  between  military  service  and  essential  civilian  activities. 
This  places  the  responsibility  for  availability  determination  on  an 
agency  outside  the  Department  of  Defense,  permitting  the  military 
services  to  concentrate  on  the  many  other  aspects  of  mobilization.  It 
will  also  assure  that  such  availability  determination  will  be  made  in 
the  light  of  local  conditions  well  known  to  selective  service  boards. 
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Peacetime  screening  of  Ready  Reserves,  and  selective  recall  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  in  a  general  mobilization,  will  provide  a  proper 
balance  of  military  skills  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  assure  the  minimum 
impact  of  mobilization  on  the  civilian  economy,  and  minimize  the 
recurrence  of  individual  injustices  which  arose  during  the  Korean 
emergency. 

One  other  feature  of  the  bill  gives  recognition  to  manpower  require¬ 
ments  for  scientific,  professional,  technical,  and  skilled  personnel. 
Upon  a  specific  finding  by  the  President,  persons  with  critical  skills 
engaged  in  critical  defense-supporting  industries  may  be  allowed  to 
undertake  their  military  obligation  in  the  6  months’  active  duty  for 
training  program  provided  in  the  National  Reserve  plan,  thereby 
reducing  their  absence  from  the  job  to  6  months.  Following  the  6 
months  of  active  duty  for  training,  such  persons  would  be  subject  to 
the  screening  process. 

It  is  also  of  interest  to  note  in  this  same  connection  that  in  acting 
to  extend  authority  to  induct  men  for  active  training  and  service, 
this  House  made  no  change  in  current  deferment  provisions.  | 

MISSION  OF  THE  READY  RESERVE 

Originally,  in  H.  R.  2967,  the  Ready  Reserve  was  described  as 
consisting  of  “those  trained  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
available  to  meet  immediately  during  early  phases,  but  not  to  exceed 
6  months,  of  any  war  or  mobilization,  an  expanded  need  for  military 
manpower.”  It  was  the  consensus  of  the  committee  that  such  a 
description  not  only  might  be  subject  to  misunderstanding  but  also 
that  introducing  the  element  of  time  would  be  restrictive  to  mobiliza¬ 
tion  planning. 

Accordingly,  the  committee  adopted  the  general  language  now  con¬ 
tained  in  the  bill  to  describe  the  Ready  Reserve,  recognizing  that  the 
broadening  of  the  language  would  be  compensated  for  and  limited 
by  the  numerical  ceiling  of  2,900,000  placed  on  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Furthermore,  the  language  of  the  original  bill,  H.  R.  2967,  ascribed 
to  the  Ready  Reserve  the  mission  to 

(1)  Augment  the  Active  Forces;  (2)  replace  attrition  and  combat  losses  in  the 
Active  Forces;  and  (3)  provide  for  building  up  combat  and  support  forces,  and  the 
expansion  of  the  training  base.  A 

The  committee  felt  that  detailed  and  continuing  missions  for  & 
Reserve  category  should  not  be  legislated,  and,  therefore,  eliminated 
the  statement  of  mission  from  the  bill.  However,  in  the  belief  that 
it  is  important  and  helpful  to  the  morale  of  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  to  know  exactly  what  is  expected  of  them,  the  committee  has 
included  the  complete  statement  of  mission  in  this  report. 

INITIALLY  TRAINED  YOUNG  MEN  FOR  THE  RESERVE  FORCES 

Under  existing  law  there  are  two  means  available  for  furnishing 
initially  trained  young  men  needed  in  the  Reserve  Forces. 

First,  the  provisions  in  subsection  4  (d)  (3)  of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  provide  for  the  early  release 
from  active  sendee  of  young  men  who  volunteer  and  are  accepted  for 
membership  in  reserve  component  units.  The  Department  of  Defense 
has  not  implemented  this  provision  of  the  law  because  of  the  effect 
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that  such  an  early  release  program  would  have  on  the  overall  combat 
effectiveness  of  the  Active  Forces,  since  such  young  men  during  their 
period  of  training  would  of  necessity  be  carried  within  the  authorized 
Active  Force  strengths.  Such  a  procedure  would  divert  a  large  pro¬ 
portion  of  forces  from  operational  duties  to  training  duties,  and  make, 
it  difficult  to  support  the  overseas  deployment  and  rotation  of  forces. 

Second,  the  provisions  in  section  4  (k)  of  the  Universal  Military, 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  provide  for  the  implementa7 
tion  of  national  security  training.  This  woidd  require  that  the  period 
of  training  and  service  for  men  under  age  19  be  either  reduced  or 
eliminated.  All  the  armed  services  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
have  carefully  considered  this  provision  and  have  recommended 
against  it  because  of  the  damaging  effect  it  would  produce  on  long¬ 
term  enlistments  into  the  Active  Forces.  In  fiscal  year  1954,  66  per¬ 
cent  of  initial  long-term  enlistments  came  from  individuals  below  age 
19.  Above  this  age,  the  number  of  long-term  enlistees  becomes  pro¬ 
gressively  smaller  and  the  number  of  inductions  increases.  The 
\)  Department  of  Defense  is  concerned  that  reduction  or  elimination 
of  draft  liability  for  men  under  age  19  would  dry  up  this  essential 
source  of  youthful  volunteers. 

In  all  services,  the  average  age  of  the  reservists  is  increasing.  In 
the  Army  Reserve,  83  percent  of  the  enlisted  personnel  are  over  age 
24;  in  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  89  percent  are  over  age  24.  Further, 
since  the  average  age  of  inductees  entering  the  Active  Forces  is 
increasing,  the  average  age  upon  entering  the  Reserve  Forces  2  years 
later  is  also  increasing.  The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  pro¬ 
gram  is  needed  that  will  bring  young  men  with  adequate  training 
directly  into  the  Reserves.  Youth  is  needed  because  of  its  higher 
combat  effectiveness,  to  meet  requirements  for  young  men  at  the 
base  of  the  pyramid  to  round  out  a  Reserve  training  program,  and 
because  availability  for  military  service  is  greater. 

The  bill  contains  a  new  recruitment  program  which  provides  the 
means  whereby  young  men  below  age  19  may  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard  or  Reserve,  undergo  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training,  and 
be  deferred  from  the  draft  subject  to  satisfactory  participation  in 
Resexwe  training.  The  Department  of  Defense  in  presenting  this 
program  proposed  that  the  military  obligation  for  such  personnel 
) should  be  10  years;  that  the  personnel  while  in  training  should  receive 
$30  a  month;  that  the  numbers  entering  the  program  annually  be 
under  a  Presidential  quota  control  on  the  advice  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense ;  and  that  to  the  extent  voluntary 
means  failed  to  meet  requirements,  there  be  authority  to  induct  into 
the  program. 

Because  of  the  quota  controls,  and  because  persons  undergoing  the 
6  months’  training  would  be  carried  outside  the  Active  Forces  strength, 
this  program  is  not  expected  to  produce  an  adverse  effect  on  the  Active 
Forces. 

The  committee  approves  this  new  recruitment  program  in  principle, 
but  has  inserted  in  the  bill  several  provisions  which  modify  some  fea¬ 
tures  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Defense. 

The  committee  finds  the  10-year  military  obligation  unacceptable 
and  has  provided  instead  that  the  military  obligation  to  those  who 
enter  this  program  be  the  same  as  for  all  others  who  enter  the  Armed 
Forces,  namely,  8  years. 
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Since  personnel  while  undergoing  6  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  will  be  in  a  training  status  similar  to  that  of  individuals  entering 
the  Active  Forces,  the  committee  increased  the  pay  of  trainees  to  $50 
per  month.  Special  provision  is  made  to  entitle  them  to  death  and 
disability  benefits  and  afford  them  reemployment  rights. 

The  Department  of  Defense  stated  in  the  hearings  that  the  number 
of  persons  to  be  enlisted  each  year  in  the  6-month  training  program 
would  be  based  on  requirements.  In  the  first  year  the  Department 
proposed  to  enlist  100,000,  as  this  was  considered  to  be  the  number 
which  could  be  effectively  absorbed  by  the  Reserve  Forces  during  the 
initial  year  of  this  program.  The  number  could  be  lesser  or  greater 
in  subsequent  years.  The  National  Guard  Association  stated  that  it 
considered  this  number  unrealistic  and  inadequate  to  meet  the  guard 
requirements  alone,  and  that  the  figure  should  not  be  less  than  250,000. 

In  consideration  of  these  views,  the  committee  has  provided  in  the 
legislation  that  the  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  shall  be  within  the 
range  of  a  minimum  goal  of  100,000  persons  net  and  a  maximum  of 
250,000  persons  net  annually. 

The  committee  noted  that,  under  current  Department  of  Defense 
planning,  the  Army  will  be  the  principal  user  of  the  6-month  training 
program,  with  only  2  other  Services,  the  Marine  Corps  and  the  Coast 
Guard,  participating  on  a  limited  basis. 

The  committee  has  used  the  word  “net”  to  indicate  the  total  effect 
of  the  quotas  on  the  manpower  pool.  Thus  every  individual  who 
enlists  in  the  Reserve  Forces  for  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training 
and  subsequently  enlists  in  the  Regular  service  or  volunteers  for  active 
duty  for  2  or  more  years  as  a  reservist,  will  be  replaced  in  the  program 
by  another  individual  from  the  manpower  pool. 

The  committee  was  favorably  impressed  with  the  overall  volunteer 
concept  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan  presented  by  the  Department  of 
Defense.  The  committee  believes  that  in  order  for  the  Reserve 
program  to  be  effective,  it  should  be  essentially  voluntary. 

The  committee  wishes  to  emphasize  its  desire  that  the  goal  of  a 
minimum  of  100,000  for  the  6-month  training  program  be  met.  It 
also  wishes  to  affirm  its  intention  that  this  be  an  exclusively  voluntary 
program.  Should  the  goal  not  be  achieved,  any  proposal  to  secure 
the  necessary  numbers  by  other  than  voluntary  means  must  be 
presented  to  the  Congress. 

H.  R.  2967  provided  that  the  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  would  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  to  the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief  with  respect  to  welfare 
of  young  men  while  serving  on  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training. 
The  committee  accepted  this  proposal  and  in  addition  provided  that 
the  Commission  shall  report  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  such 
persons  annually  to  the  Congress. 

In  addition  to  enlisting  in  the  Reserve  Forces  for  the  6-month 
training  program,  there  is  another  choice  available  under  the  National 
Reserve  Plan  by  which  a  young  man  may  fulfill  his  military  obligation 
through  direct  entry  into  the  Reserve. 

He  may  enlist,  prior  to  being  ordered  to  report  for  induction,  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years.  Within  2  years  of  such 
enlistment  he  will  be  ordered  to  active  duty  to  perform  24  months 
of  active  training  and  service  in  the  military  service  in  which  enlisted. 
Deferment  from  active  duty  may  be  authorized  in  the  case  of  indi- 
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viduals  in  officer  training  programs  and  students  in  high  school. 
Input  into  this  program  will  be  subject  to  Presidential  quota  control 
on  the  advice  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  will  be  in  addition  to  the  minimum  and  maximum  imposed  by  the 
committee  for  persons  enlisting  in  the  6-month  training  program. 

RESERVE  OFFICERS’  TRAINING  CORPS 

The  ROTC  program  during  peacetime  is  geared  primarily  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Reserve  Forces.  During  today’s  cold  war 
situation,  when  the  Active  Forces  are  expanded  greatly  beyond  the 
Regular  Forces,  the  Active  Force  officer  requirements  cannot  be  met 
by  the  service  academies  alone.  The  ROTC  program  must  be  capable 
of  meeting  these  additional  requirements  as  well  as  the  needs  of  the 
Reserve  Forces. 

National  policy  expressed  by  the  Congress  requires  that  the  obli¬ 
gations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  he  shared  in  a 
fair  and  just  manner.  Equity  considerations  preclude  the  further 
deferment  from  military  service  of  ROTC  graduates  when  other 
draft-liable  persons  have  been  and  must  continue  to  be  inducted  for 
active  service.  This  consideration  had  even  greater  significance 
when  the  ROTC  students  were  deferred  while  other  individuals  were 
being  inducted  and  sent  to  Korea  for  combat. 

The  problem  thus  stems  from  the  necessity  of  having  to  produce  the 
number  of  officer  requirements  of  the  Reserve  Forces  in  addition  to  the 
needs  of  the  Active  Forces,  and  the  necessity  that  all  of  these  officers 
serve  on  active  duty.  The  problem  is  further  complicated  when  the 
Active  Force  officer  allocations  are  reduced. 

Efforts  to  solve  this  problem  have  necessitated  taking  the  following 
actions : 

1.  Permitting  the  voluntary  release  of  officers  from  the  Active 
Forces  and  liberalizing  opportunity  for  retirement; 

2.  Releasing  involuntarily  Regular  and  Reserve  officers  whose 
performance  was  least  satisfactory; 

3.  Making  additional  strength  authorizations  above  Active 
Force  requirements  to  accommodate  remaining  ROTC  graduates. 

4.  Issuing  certificates  of  completion  entitling  ROTC  graduates 
to  be  commissioned  after  completing  obligated  service  as  enlisted 
men. 

Under  provisions  of  the  bill,  all  qualified  ROTC  graduates  will  be 
commissioned.  As  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Defense  this 
matter  would  have  been  handled  administratively.  The  committee, 
however,  has  seen  fit  to  write  into  legislation  a  guarantee  to  commission 
all  qualified  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC  graduates.  Upon  graduation, 
those  who  are  excess  to  the  requirements  of  the  Active  Forces  will  be 
given  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training  following  which  they  will 
complete  their  military  obligation  in  Reserve  status.  The  committee 
wishes  to  make  it  clear  that  “excess  to  requirements”  in  this  case 
refers  to  numbers  only  and  not  to  quality. 

The  National  Reserve  Plan  will  preserve  equity  among  individuals, 
will  meet  the  officer  requirements  for  our  Active  Forces,  and  will 
build  an  adequate  mobilization  base  that  will  be  available  in  the 
event  of  war.  With  the  increase  in  mobilization  requirements  for 
the  Ready  Reserve,  there  will  be  greater  opportunities  for  training 
and  promotion  for  ROTC  graduates. 
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THE  MANPOWER  POOL  DURING  THE  4-YEAR  PERIOD  OF  THE  NATIONAL 

RESERVE  PLAN 


The  “manpower  pool,”  which  will  be  an  important  factor  in  imple¬ 
menting  the  National  Reserve  Plan,  is  made  up  of  those  young  men  of 
draft  age  who  have  not  served,  who  are  available  for  induction,  and 
who  meet  the  mental  and  physical  standards  for  military  service. 

It  is  essential  that  an  adequate  manpower  pool  be  maintained  to 
provide  a  source  of  long-term  enlistments  for  the  Active  Forces.  At 
the  same  time,  this  pool  should  not  be  permitted  to  increase  to  the 
extent  that  the  average  age  of  induction  would  be  at  an  unsatisfactory 
level,  or  would  enable  some  men  to  pass  the  age  of  military  liability 
without  incurring  the  military  obligation. 

Regulation  of  the  manpower  pool  to  meet  the  above  conditions  is 
one  of  the  essential  features  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan.  The  size 
of  the  pool  is  subject  to  many  variables,  particularly  the  size  of  the 
Active  Forces,  the  number  and  term  of  enlistments  and  reenlistments, 
the  numbers  of  men  becoming  of  age  each  year,  and  the  number  of 
deferments. 

In  projecting  the  manpower  pool  for  the  4  years  of  the  National 
Reserve  Plan,  the  following  assumptions  were  used: 

1.  Extension  of  induction  authority  and  of  existing  selective 
service  regulations  and  policies  through  fiscal  year  1959. 

2.  Continuation  of  Active  Forces  end-strengths  in  fiscal  years 
1956-59  at  latest  programed  end-strengths  for  fiscal  year 
1956 — 2,859,000  for  the  Department  of  Defense  and  approxi¬ 
mately  28,000  for  the  Coast  Guard. 

3.  Continuation  of  existing  military  personnel  procurement 
policies,  and  continuing  capability  of  the  services  other  than 
Army  to  meet  their  requirements  for  new  personnel  without 
resorting  to  induction. 

4.  Reenlistment  rates,  on  the  basis  of  recent  reenlistment 
experience,  generally  for  the  period  January-September  1954. 

Based  on  these  assumptions,  it  was  estimated  the  manpower  pool 
at  the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  would  be  as  follows: 


1955  _  820,  000  1958 _  1,  550,  000 

1956  _  1,  000,  000  1959 _  1,  790,  000 

1957  _  1,  230,  000 

Should  such  an  increase  occur  in  the  size  of  the  manpower  pool, 
it  has  been  estimated  that  the  average  age  at  induction  would  rise 
from  about  21  years  at  the  present  time  to  about  24 %  years  in  fiscal 
year  1959. 

These  figures  do  not  take  into  account  the  number  of  men  who 
will  enlist  in  the  Reserve  Forces  for  the  6  months’  training  program. 
Such  members  would  decrease  the  manpower  pool  in  a  corresponding 
amount. 

In  order  to  illustrate  the  cumulative  effects  upon  the  manpower 
pool  of  a  relatively  small  variation  in  certain  key  factors,  alternative 
estimates  of  the  manpower  pool  have  been  made.  An  increase  in  the 
Armed  Force  strength  of  5  percent  and  a  decrease  of  5  percent  in  the 
average  reenlistment  rate  during  this  period,  would  reduce  thejman- 
power  at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1959  from  1,790,000  to  1,360,000.  A 
decrease  in  the  Armed  Force  strength  of  5  percent  and  an  increase  of 
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5  percent  in  the  reenlistment  rate,  would  increase  the  manpower  pool 
at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1959  from  1,790,000  to  2,200,000. 

Here  again,  the  estimates  do  not  consider  the  numbers  who  will 
enlist  in  the  Reserve  Forces  for  the  6  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing.  This  serves  to  illustrate  how  the  6  months’  training  program 
provides  a  control  factor  on  the  manpower  pool  while  meeting  valid 
military  requirements. 

WHY  THE  NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN  IS  NOT  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY 

TRAINING 

The  committee  feels,  in  view  of  the  erroneous  conception  held  by 
some  that  the  National  Reserve  Plan  is  universal  military  training, 
the  report  would  not  be  complete  w'ithout  pointing  out  the  essential 
differences  between  the  two. 

The  National  Reserve  Plan  gives  recognition  to  the  need  for  a 
military  manpower  pool  to  meet  Active  Force  requirements  for  long¬ 
term  volunteers,  and  to  protect  the  manpower  sources  of  the  ROTC 
program.  Universal  military  training  does  not  recognize  this  need 

fully. 

The  6  months’  training  program  proposed  in  the  National  Reserve 
Plan  is  geared  to  valid  Reserve  Forces  requirements  and  will  be  con¬ 
trolled  within  the  limits  set  forth  in  H.  R.  5297  of  100,000  to  250,000 
annually.  Universal  military  training  is  not  specifically  related  to 
requirements,  but  is  concerned  primarily  with  the  equal  sharing  of  the 
military  obligation  and  with  creating  a  training  populace. 

The  6  months’  training  program  under  the  National  Reserve  Plan 
is  a  volunteer  program,  whereas  universal  military  training  is  a  com¬ 
pulsory  program,  which  personnel  would  enter  by  induction  only. 
Universal  military  training  would  thus  require  the  simultaneous 
operation  of  2  induction  systems  at  different  age  levels,  1  for  the 
Active  Forces  and  1  for  the  Reserve  Forces. 

In  the  National  Reserve  Plan,  the  6  months’  trainees  receive  their 
training  as  members  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Under  universal  military 
training,  the  training  would  be  conducted  under  a  separate  corps 
with  a  distinctive  shoulder  patch. 

The  National  Reserve  Plan  is  a  4-year  program  and  is  subject  to 
periodic  review  and  further  continuance  by  the  Congress  in  1959. 
Universal  military  training  is  a  permanent  manpower  program. 

The  National  Reserve  Plan  recognizes  the  need  for  maintaining 
military  strength-in-being.  The  size  of  the  Active  and  Reserve  Forces 
are  based  on  national  security  requirements.  Universal  military 
training  would  reduce  the  Active  Force  strength  in  specific  relation 
to  number  of  trainees  entering  Reserve  Forces. 

The  National  Reserve  Plan  recognizes  the  need  for  prior-service 
personnel  as  the  hard  core  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  provides  means 
to  insure  their  participation  in  reserve  training  programs.  Universal 
military  training  would  have  a  completely  volunteer  provision  as 
regards  such  personnel,  so  that  upon  completing  2  or  more  years 
active  service  they  would  be  eligible  to  go  directly  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 
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ASSURED  SUPPLY  OF  TRAINED  MEN  FOR  THE  NATIONAL  GUARD 

Under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  unlike  the  other  Reserve  components,  does  have  a 
source  of  supply  for  young  men.  This  law  permits  a  young  man, 
who  enlists  in  a  unit  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard  prior  to  reaching  age  18%  years,  to  be  deferred  from  induction 
for  active  training  and  service,  subject  to  continued  satisfactory 
service  in  such  National  Guard  unit. 

These  young  men,  however,  are  not  required  to  undergo  active 
training  similar  to  the  6-months’  period  of  active  duty  for  training 
provided  for  in  the  bill.  The  hearings  brought  out  that  over  70 
percent  of  the  enlisted  personnel  of  the  National  Guard  have  never 
received  the  intensive  individual  basic  training  required  of  men  upon 
their  entry  into  the  Active  Forces. 

The  committee  took  due  note  not  only  of  the  fact  that  such  indi¬ 
viduals  who  remain  with  the  National  Guard  over  a  period  of  years  * 
do  achieve  a  high  status  of  training,  but  also  of  the  fact  that  there  is  Q 
a  high  rate  of  turnover  of  such  personnel  requiring  a  continuing  pro¬ 
gram  of  basic  training.  For  example,  in  fiscal  year  1954,  over  1 12,000 
men  under  age  18%  were  enlisted  into  the  National  Guard,  yet  the 
net  gain  in  this  age  group  was  only  30,000. 

Without  in  any  way  detracting  from  the  excellence  of  the  training 
provided  to  these  individuals  by  their  units,  the  committee  recognizes 
that  the  general  training  level  of  the  National  Guard  could  be  im¬ 
proved  by  an  assured  supply  of  trained  personnel.  Accordingly,  it 
was  determined  that  all  young  men  who  acquire  draft  deferment 
as  a  result  of  direct  entry  into  the  Reserve  program  should  be  required 
to  undergo  the  initial  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training. 

The  possibility  was  weighed  that  denying  to  the  National  Guard 
their  principal  source  of  personnel,  and  requiring  their  recruiting  to  be 
confined  within  quotas  might  cause  the  strength  of  the  National 
Guard  to  decline  sharply.  To  preclude  such  an  eventuality  there  was 
incorporated  into  the  bill  a  statutory  requirement  that  sufficient  per¬ 
sonnel  be  made  available  to  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  to  meet  their  approved  program  strengths.  Directly 
related  to  this  requirement  was  the  placing  of  the  annual  minimum  a 
goal  of  100,000  persons,  net,  on  the  6-months’  training  program.  % 

As  a  further  measure  of  assuring  the  supply  of  trained  personnel 
to  the  National  Guard  should  voluntary  means  fail,  consideration  was 
given  to  the  proposal  contained  in  H.  R.  2967,  under  which  indi¬ 
viduals  could,  on  the  request  or  approval  of  the  appropriate  Gover¬ 
nor,  be  assigned  to  the  National  Guard  upon  release  from  active  train¬ 
ing  or  active  training  and  service  for  the  purpose  of  the  training  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act. 

In  prescribing  a  procedure  for  transferring  individuals  involun¬ 
tarily  to  the  National  Guard,  consideration  had  to  be  given  to  the 
traditional  status  of  the  National  Guard  as  a  volunteer  organization. 
The  committee  considers  that  the  volunteer  character  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  should  be  maintained  to 
the  maximum  extent  practicable.  However,  as  part  of  the  first  line 
defenses  of  the  Nation,  there  must  be  a  means  to  assure  meeting  the 
manpower  requirements  of  the  National  Guard,  should  voluntary 
methods  fail  to  procure  the  necessary  numbers  and  quality  of  per¬ 
sonnel. 
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The  National  Guard  Association  expressed  concern  that  the 
language  used  in  H.  R.  2967  “assigned  *  *  *  for  training  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  purposes  of  this  act”  was  not  sufficient  to  make  a  person 
a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard. 
The  effect  of  such  a  condition,  they  stated,  would  be  to  create  units  in 
the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  composed  partially 
of  personnel  who  had  assumed  the  traditional  dual  State-Federal 
obligation  and  partially  of  personnel  who  would  be  subject  only  to 
the  Federal  obligation.  This  provision  they  felt  would  destroy  the 
integrity  of  units,  be  destructive  of  discipline  and  morale,  and  be  a 
long  step  toward  federalization  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard. 

The  committee  recognized  the  concern  of  the  National  Guard,  and 
adopted  the  current  provisions  of  the  bill,  permitting  the  transfer, 
without  the  restriction  as  to  the  type  of  training  as  set  forth  in  H  R 
2967. 

TRAINING  PARTICIPATION 

Earlier  in  this  report,  the  committee  has  pointed  out  the  failure  of 
members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  participate  on  a  large  scale  in 
Reserve  training  program.  The  fact  that  only  700,000  out  of  more 
than  2,200,000  reservists  not  on  active  duty  are  participating  in 
paid  training  is  one  indication  of  the  seriousness  of  the  situation. 

Of  necessity,  some  means  to  increase  participation  in  Reserve 
training  are  essential.  At  the  time  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952  was  passed,  it  was  believed  the  incentives  provided  would  be 
sufficient  to  assure  an  effective  Ready  Reserve.  Present  events 
demonstrate  that  such  is  not  the  case,  as  lack  of  participation  in 
training  programs  has  resulted  in  a  most  ineffective  Ready  Reserve. 
The  committee  believes  firmly  that  the  Ready  Reserve  will  be  only 
as  effective  as  the  degree  of  participation  in  sound,  comprehensive 
training  programs.  Much  time  was  consumed  during  the  hearings  on 
this  one  problem,  and  many  witnesses  testified  to  the  real  need  for 
improvement. 

The  Department  of  Defense  proposed  several  measures  to  improve 
participation.  Among  them  were  education  of  the  public  and  the 
serviceman  as  to  the  military  obligation,  and  an  improved  and  more 
1  attractive  training  curriculum.  The  committee  subscribes  to  these 
two  measures. 

In  furtherance  of  the  necessity  to  improve  participation  by  better 
understanding  and  support  on  the  part  of  the  public,  the  committee 
is  hopeful  that  there  will  be  increasing  assistance  from  industry. 
Some  industries  have  demonstrated  such  support  by  paying  the 
reservist,  while  on  training  duty,  the  difference  between  his  civilian 
and  military  pay.  Equal  support  has  been  shown  by  granting  mili¬ 
tary  leave  for  periods  of  training  duty  without  loss  of  vacation  time. 
The  committee  commends  industries  which  have  taken  such  steps 
and  encourages  the  idea  of  a  more  general  participation  in  the  Practice. 
Testimony  received  during  the  hearings  indicated  that  considerable 
improvement  in  the  training  programs  is  desirable  and  necessary. 
It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  that  such  improvements  will  stimulate 
participation. 

The  8-year  obligation  has  been  retained  for  all  individuals  entering 
the  Armed  Forces.  Within  the  total  obligation,  maximum  periods  of 
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membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve  related  to  length  of  active  service 
are  specified  in  the  bill. 

Thus  persons  who  have  performed  2  years  or  less  of  active  training 
or  active  training  and  service  may  be  required  to  serve  the  remainder 
of  their  obligation  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  Persons  who  serve  3  years 
of  active  service  have  a  maximum  of  4  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve; 
those  who  perform  4  years  of  active  duty,  2  years;  and  those  who 
perform  5  or  more  years  of  active  service  have  no  Ready  Reserve 
requirement. 

The  Department  of  Defense  proposed  the  establishment  adminis¬ 
tratively  of  an  incentive  training  program,  whereby  an  individual 
faithfully  participating  in  Reserve  training  could  reduce  his  Ready 
Reserve  obligation.  (See  Chart  H.  R.  2967.)  The  committee  supports 
such  a  concept,  but  because  it  feels  that  such  incentives  should  be 
clearly  and  definitely  understood  by  the  individuals  concerned,  has 
made  these  incentives  part  of  the  bill.  Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  a 
member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  who  satisfactorily  participates  in  pre-  4 
scribed  incentive  programs,  shall  have  his  required  service  in  the " 
Ready  Reserve  reduced  so  that  his  active  and  Reserve  service  would 
total  5  years.  This  feature  is  not  available  to  the  man  who  enlists  in 
the  6  months’  training  program.  (See  Chart  H.  R.  5297.) 

Whereas  the  committee  realizes  that  many  men  will  faithfully  per¬ 
form  then’  required  obligation,  it  is  nontheless  convinced  that  meas¬ 
ures  to  insure  such  performance  are  necessary. 

The  committee  has  completely  rejected  the  proposal  inherent  in 
H.  R.  2967  whereby  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  would  be  subject 
to  a  discharge  under  conditions  other  than  honorable  for  failing  or 
refusing  to  participate  in  required  Reserve  training.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  committee  this  would  constitute  undue  and  harsh  punishment 
and  would  have  a  serious  effect  and  influence  on  the  entire  future  life 
of  any  man  so  discharged.  Many  witnesses  appearing  before  the 
committee  expressed  similar  convictions  and  opposition. 

However,  recognizing  that  some  means  must  be  provided  to  insure 
participation,  the  committee  has  incorporated  in  the  bill  a  formula 
which  it  is  believed  will  serve  to  keep  participation  at  the  required 
level.  Under  this  plan,  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  having  an 
obligation  to  serve  may  participate  in  training  programs  involving  a| 
specified  number  of  drills  and  annual  training  of  not  to  exceed  17™ 
days.  When  the  degree  of  participation  is  not  considered  sufficient 
to  maintain  proficiency,  an  alternative  of  30  days’  annual  training 
may  be  offered.  Should  a  member  then  fail  or  refuse  to  perform  either 
of  these  alternatives,  he  may  be  ordered  without  his  consent  and 
required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training  for  45  days  annually. 

A  person  enlisted  in  the  6-month  training  program  will  be  deferred 
from  induction  into  the  Active  Forces  after  completing  the  initial 
active  duty  for  training  for  so  long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily  in  the 
Reserve  Forces.  However,  if  he  does  not  serve  satisfactorily  during 
any  part  of  his  obligated  service,  he  will  be  liable  to  be  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  in  which  he  has  been  trained. 

The  original  proposal  in  H.  R.  2967  provided  that  such  delinquent 
reservists  would  be  liable  for  a  period  of  training  and  service  for  not 
more  than  18  months.  The  committee  has  changed  this  to  24  months 
as  a  more  effective  insurance  measure. 
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ROTC  graduates  who  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  for  6  months 
will  be  required  to  participate  in  Reserve  training  for  the  remainder 
of  their  obligation  in  accordance  with  standards  and  regulations 
developed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Failure  to  meet  these  stand¬ 
ards  may  result  in  their  commission  being  revoked. 

STATE  DEFENSE  FORCES 

Under  present  law,  the  individual  States  may  not  organize  troops 
in  addition  to  the  National  Guard.  Nor  is  there  current  statutory 
authority  to  organize  such  additional  troops  in  case  the  National 
Guard  were  to  enter  active  Federal  service. 

During  the  testimony  on  this  bill,  witnesses  who  are  interested  in 
or  concerned  with  the  problem  have  expressed  the  need  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  in  peacetime  of  some  type  of  State  defense  forces  to  provide 
for  internal  security  during  a  war  or  national  emergency. 

Governor  Val  Peterson,  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Civil  Defense 
Administration,  stated: 

I  also  favor  the  provision  that  authorizes  the  establishment  of  militia  organiza¬ 
tions  within  the  States  *  *  *  authorization  of  State  forces  for  use  by  the  gov¬ 
ernors  of  States  when  National  Guard  units  are  federalized  is  a  sound  provision. 

State  organizations  of  this  type  can  materially  assist  the  governors  in  affording 
assistance  to  local  jurisdictions  to  support  policing  functions  *  *  *  and  would  be 
available  for  internal  security  missions  and  for  civil  defense  *  *  * 

The  State  Guard  Association  of  the  United  States,  representing 
22  States,  strongly  urged  the  establishment  in  peacetime  of  State 
Guards  and  stated  in  testimony  before  the  committee  that: 

to  properly  cope  with  any  disaster  in  the  absence  of  the  National  Guard  in 
Federal  Service,  a  State  Guard  militia  organized  and  trained  in  internal  security 
tactics  is  necessary. 

The  National  Guard  Association  and  the  Reserve  Officers’  Associa¬ 
tion  also  expressed  support  and  the  need  for  such  forces. 

The  bill  contains  provisions  to  enable  the  States  to  organize  and 
maintain  during  periods  of  peace  State  defense  forces  in  conformance 
with  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
the  committee  that  this  action  will  bolster  the  internal  security  of 
the  United  States  and  increase  the  availability  of  the  National  Guard 
for  active  Federal  service. 

The  committee  has  incorporated  in  the  bill  provisions  that  the 
National  Guard  Bureau  shall  administer  the  provisions  of  this  section 
and  be  the  channel  of  communication  between  the  several  States  and 
the  Department  of  the  Army,  pursuant  to  policies  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  This  provision  takes  advantage  of  the  fact 
that  the  National  Guard  Bureau  is  the  channel  of  communication 
with  the  States  on  National  Guard  matters  and  thus  can  perform  a 
similar  function  with  respect  to  State  defense  forces. 

These  forces  will  be  used  within  the  respective  State  borders  as 
deemed  necessary  by  the  Governor  thereof.  While  such  forces  may 
not  be  called,  ordered,  or  drafted,  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States,  the  members  of  the  State  forces  are  not  exempt  from 
military  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  by  reason  of  such  membership. 
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THE  PRESIDENT’S  POWER 

As  originally  introduced  at  the  request  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  H.  R.  2967  contained  no  restriction  on  the  power  of  the  President 
to  order  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  active  duty  in  a  national 
emergency  proclaimed  by  him. 

Such  a  provision  would,  of  course,  represent  a  reversal  of  current 
provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952.  This  measure 
confers  upon  the  President  the  power  to  call  units  or  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  active  duty  in  an  emergency  proclaimed  by  him, 
subject  to  the  determination  by  Congress  of  the  numbers  to  be  called. 

In  placing  these  current  restrictions  on  the  power  of  the  President 
with  respect  to  the  Ready  Reserve,  the  Congress  recognized  the 
authority  of  the  President,  under  an  act  of  1903,  to  call  the  militia  for 
the  purpose  of  repelling  invasion  and  certain  other  purposes,  and  his 
power  to  utilize  the  Active  Forces  and  to  send  them  wherever  he 
chooses. 

In  reporting  this  bill,  the  committee  has  taken  cognizance  of  the  ^ 
changes  in  the  strategic  situation  that  have  occurred  since  enactment 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952.  Possession  by  the  potential 
enemy  of  weapons  of  mass  destruction  and  the  means  for  their  delivery 
on  this  country  bring  us  face  to  face  with  instantaneous  peril. 

Recognizing  that  calling  out  the  militia  is  a  cumbersome  procedure 
and  that  time  would  be  required  to  convene  Congress  should  an 
emergency  arise  during  a  period  when  Congress  was  not  in  session, 
the  committee  has  included  in  the  bill  provisions  for  the  President  in 
an  emergency  proclaimed  by  him  to  order  1  million  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  active  duty  without  congressional  action. 

This  provision  will  permit  the  President  to  take  certain  actions 
during  the  time  required  to  assemble  Congress,  and  will  serve  notice 
to  any  potential  enemy  that  this  Nation  can  react  quickly  to  aggres¬ 
sion. 

EFFECT  OF  THE  BILL  ON  PRESENT  RESERVISTS 

The  bill  contains  a  special  provision  under  which  no  combat  veteran 
will  be  subject  to  required  participation  in  a  Reserve  training  program. 
Individuals  presently  in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  a  statutory  obliga¬ 
tion,  or  those  who  subsequently  become  members  through  transfer,  | 
who  were  in  active  service  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  are  relieved  of  any  " 
requirement  to  participate  in  Reserve  training. 

The  fact,  however,  that  such  individuals  have  no  statutory  training 
duty,  does  not  operate  to  change  their  total  military  obligation  nor 
the  maximum  period  of  Ready  Reserve  membership.  Enactment  of 
the  bill  into  law  will  not  operate  to  change  the  membership  category 
of  any  individual  reservist. 

Individuals  now  in  the  Ready  Reserve  on  other  than  a  statutory 
basis  will  be  subject  to  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  unless  they 
agree  in  writing  to  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve  program  for  at  least 
a  year.  Individuals  in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  operation  of  statute 
will  be  subject  to  the  screening  procedures  prescribed  in  the  bill  and 
their  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  effected  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  without  the  need  for  them  to  establish  eligibility 
therefor.  Highest  priority  in  the  screening  process  will  be  given  to 
combat  veterans. 
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Those  persons  affected  by  the  process  of  transfer  from  the  Ready 
Reserve  to  the  Standby  Reserve  will  be  afforded  the  opportunity,  if 
qualified,  to  volunteer  to  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  Individuals 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  may,  under  certain  conditions, 
qualify  for  retirement  points  and  for  promotion. 

Members  of  the  Reserve  in  active  service  will  no  longer  count 
within  the  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Within  the  first  year  of 
operation  of  the  National  Reserve  plan,  it  is  expected  that  through 
the  transfer  and  screening  processes  and  through  the  dropping  of  per¬ 
sonnel  on  active  duty  from  the  Ready  Reserve  rolls,  the  total  strength 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  will  be  reduced  to  approximately  1  y2  million, 
after  which  it  will  build  up  toward  the  statutory  ceiling. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE 

The  effective  date  of  all  the  provisions  of  the  bill  will  be  the  date  of 
enactment  except  in  one  instance.  Persons  in  the  Standby  Reserve 
who  are  in  a  pay  status  at  the  time  of  passage  of  this  legislation  will 
be  permitted  to  remain  in  such  pay  status  for  not  more  than  120  days 
from  the  effective  date  of  the  legislation.  All  ot^ier  members  of  the 
Standby  Reserves  may  be  permitted  to  participate  in  training  but  in 
a  nonpay  status.  This  provision  is  made  in  order  to  allow  those 
members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  are  in  a  pay  status  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  become  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

IV.  Estimated  Costs 

The  Department  of  Defense  estimated  costs  (in  millions  of  dollars) 
of  the  current  Reserve  program  for  fiscal  year  1955,  and  for  the 
National  Reserve  plan  projected  through  fiscal  year  1959  are  as  follows: 


[In  millions] 


Appropri- 

Estimated 

ated,  1955 

1956 

1957 

1958 

1959 

Army _ _ 

360 

529 

606 

722 

872 

Nary-Marine  Corps  __  _  _  __ . . . 

162 

248 

308 

359 

395 

Air  Force.  .  ..  . 

188 

247 

325 

177 

413 

484 

100,000  6-month  trainees  ...  ..  . . 

2 132 

177 

177 

Total _ 

710 

1, 156 

1.416 

1,671 

1, 928 

1  The  figure  100,000  has  been  used  merely  as  a  basis  for  estimating  the  costs  of  the  6-month  training  pro¬ 
gram,  and  does  not  mean  the  number  to  be  trained  during  any  1  year  is  fixed  at  100,000. 

2  This  estimate  is  based  on  the  program  commencing  fiscal  year  1956  with  75  percent  of  $177  million  being 
obligated  for  1st  year. 

SIX-MONTH  TRAINEES 

The  estimated  costs  for  training  100,000  personnel  annually  in  the 
6-month  training  program  proposed  in  the  National  Reserve  plan  are 
predicated  on  the  passage  of  legislation.  For  this  reason  they  are 
contained  in  the  amount  shown  for  proposed  legislation  in  the  fiscal 
year  1956  budget  document. 

The  funds  requested  include  estimated  costs  of  pay  and  allowances, 
subsistence,  clothing,  transportation  and  other  military  personnel  costs 
of  the  trainees,  as  well  as  the  maintenance  and  operation  costs  required 
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for  their  support.  The  estimates  of  pay  reflect  the  increase  from  $30 
to  $50  a  month. 

The  funds  requested  exclude  similar  costs  for  the  military  personnel 
that  will  be  required  for  support  as  instructors.  These  latter  costs 
are  chargeable  to  the  Active  Forces. 

RESERVE  FORCES  PROGRAM  (BUDGET  CATEGORY  V) 

The  estimates  for  fiscal  years  1957  through  1959  have  been  developed 
by  projection  of  the  per  capita  costs  for  the  average  number  of  per¬ 
sonnel  expected  to  be  in  a  drill-pay  status  and  for  the  average  number 
expected  to  receive  annual  training  only. 

These  estimates  include: 

1.  Pay  and  allowances,  subsistence,  clothing,  transportation, 
and  other  military  personnel  costs.  The  estimates  of  pay  reflect 
the  enactment  of  the  Career  Incentive  Act  of  1955. 

2.  Purchase  of  individual  equipment,  maintenance  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  facilities,  maintenance  of  vehicles  and  other  equipment,! 
petroleum,  oil,  lubricants,  and  related  items. 

3.  The  procurement  of  certain  classes  of  major  items,  such  as 
vehicles,  ammunition,  and  electronic  equipment  is  included  only 
for  the  Air  National  Guard.  Other  Reserve  Forces  are  supplied 
from  available  stockpiles. 

4.  Normal  construction  of  new  facilities  and  for  additions  to 
existing  facilities. 

These  estimates  exclude: 

1.  Costs  for  military  personnel  assigned  to  the  Reserve 
program  as  administrators  and  trainers. 

2.  Procurement  of  major  items  of  equipment,  such  as  tanks, 
guns,  heavy  weapons,  ships,  and  other  materiel.  Such  equip¬ 
ment  is  made  available  from  the  mobilization  stockpiles  of  the 
military  services  for  use  by  their  Reserve  Forces.  The  moderni¬ 
zation  of  equipment  in  the  mobilization  stockpiles  is  continuing. 
This  will  permit  such  modern  materiel  as  required  to  be  made 
available  to  the  Reserves.  No  materiel  that  duplicates  stockpile 
items  will  be  procured  solely  for  the  Reserve  Forces. 

3.  Direct  procurement  of  aircraft  for  the  Reserve  Forces  or  the 
establishment  of  a  mobilization  stockpile.  The  Department  of  i 
Defense  will  continue  to  modernize  all  flying  elements  of  its 
Active  Forces  and  to  provide  for  planned  expansion.  Aircraft 
will  continue  to  be  made  available  to  the  Reserve  Forces  as  they 
are  phased  out  of  the  Active  Forces.  While  the  Reserves  may 
mot  be  equipped  with  aircraft  identical  to  those  in  the  Active 
Forces,  it  is  expected  that  those  Reserve  units  required  for  mobi¬ 
lization  would  perform  then’  missions  from  the  total  available 
aircraft  inventories. 

4.  A  large  portion  of  the  approximately  $1  billion  referred  to 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  as  representing  an  approximation 
of  the  requirement  for  the  accelerated  construction  of  new  and 
additional  facilities  over  the  next  5  years. 

5.  Any  increase  in  costs  which  may  result  from  the  committee 
provision  that  inactive-duty  training  shall  normally  provide  for 
an  annual  minimum  of  48  drills. 
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6.  Increase  in  costs  for  guaranteeing  commissions  to  ROTC 
graduates  who  are  in  excess  of  Active  Force  requirements  and 
are  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  6  months. 

These  cost  estimates  present  an  order  of  magnitude  only,  and  are 
not  based  on  detailed  programs. 

V.  Section-by-Section  Analysis  df  the  Bill 

Section  1.  Short  title. — This  section  provides  that  the  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  “National  Reserve  Plan.” 

Section  2.  Congressional  'policy. — This  section  states  the  conviction 
of  the  Congress  that  the  best  interests  of  the  national  security  de¬ 
mand  a  well-trained  and  well-disciplined  Reserve,  and  further  that 
honorable  service  includes  fulfillment  of  service  obligation  in  the 
Reserve  Forces  as  well  as  the  Active  Forces. 

Section  3.  Manpower. — This  section  amends  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended. 

Subsection  ( 1 ).  Military  obligation  and  its  fulfillment. — This  subsec¬ 
tion  amends  paragraph  3  of  subsection  4  (d)  as  follows: 

Retains  tlie  obligation  for  8  years  of  Active  and  Reserve  service  for 
persons  entering  the  Armed  Forces,  but  extends  the  age  limit  within 
which  such  obligation  is  incurred  to  35  years.  At  present  this  obliga¬ 
tion  is  acquired  only  by  individuals  below  age  26,  despite  the  fact  that 
persons  deferred  from  induction  retain  their  draft  liability  to  age  35. 

Reaffirms  the  volunteer  character  of  the  National  Guard  (i.  e.,  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  several 
States,  Territories,  and  the  District  of  Columbia),  as  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  58  of  the  National  Defense  Act,  but  provides  that  where  volunteer 
methods  fail  to  meet  personnel  requirements,  individuals  having  a  re¬ 
maining  Reserve  obligation  upon  release  from  active  training  or  from 
active  training  and  service  may,  upon  request  or  approval  of  the  gov¬ 
ernor  or  other  appropriate  State  authority,  be  transferred  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  This  amendment  incorporates  into  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  specific  reference  to  the  two  cate¬ 
gories  of  personnel  composing  the  National  Guard,  that  is,  members 
of  the  militia  voluntarily  enlisted  therein  and  persons  with  military 
obligations  transferred  thereto,  and  reference  to  membership  in  the 
National  Guard  being  a  prerequisite  to  membership  in  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  (i.  e.,  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  Reserve 
components) . 

Permits  individuals  subject  to  a  Reserve  obligation  who  become 
divinity  students  or  ordained  ministers  to  be  relieved  of  the  require¬ 
ment  to  participate  in  Reserve  training  programs. 

Imposes  on  all  individuals  entering  the  Armed  Forces  the  obligation 
to  participate  in  Reserve  training,  as  required,  as  well  as  an  obligation 
to  conform  to  certain  administrative  requirements. 

Liberalizes  the  conditions  for  early  release  to  the  Reserve  components 
from  active  training  and  service,  eliminating  the  requirements  that 
the  individual  volunteer  for  and  be  accepted  into  an  organized  unit 
and  that  such  release  be  effected  prior  to  completing  the  2-year  period 
of  training  and  service  required  by  statute. 

Eliminates  the  narrow  grounds  of  personal  hardship  as  the  sole  basis 
for  discharge  to  the  completion  of  the  8-year  obligation.  This  will 
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make  it  possible  to  discharge  from  the  Reserve  during  their  8-year 
obligation  individuals  who  for  any  reason  will  not  be  available  for 
military  service  during  an  emergency. 

Subsection  (#).  Direct  'procurement  into  Reserve. — This  subsection 
amends  clause  (A)  of  paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  6  (c)  as  follows : 

Eliminates  current  provision  under  which  men  below  age  1814 
years  may  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  and  be  deferred  from  induction 
subject  to  satisfactory  participation  until  age  35. 

Permits  men  below  age  19  to  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  or  the 
Reserve  of  an  armed  force,  undergo  6  months  of  active  duty  for  initial 
training  and  serve  the  remainder  of  an  8-year  obligation  in  Reserve 
status. 

Permits  persons,  prior  to  issuance  of  orders  for  them  to  report  for 
induction,  to  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  or  the  Reserve  of  an  armed 
force,  and  within  2  years  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  and 
service  for  24  months,  subject  to  postponement  on  the  same  basis  and 
for  the  same  periods  of  time  as  draft  deferments  are  granted  to  high- 
school  students  and  to  college  students  in  officer  training  programs. 
Although  such  individuals  do  not  enjoy  draft  deferment,  their  entry 
into  active  training  and  service  is  accomplished  by  being  ordered  to 
active  duty  by  their  service  rather  than  by  being  inducted  through 
the  Selective  Service  System. 

Prescribes  that  direct  entry  into  the  Reserve  Forces  under  either  of 
above  two  methods  will  be  within  quotas  established  by  the  President 
and  upon  the  advice  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  Notwithstanding  the  quotas  fixed  by  the  President,  a  minimum 
of  100,000  persons  net  shall  be  enlisted  annually,  but  no  more  than 
250,000  persons  net  may  be  enlisted  annually  to  serve  in  the  program 
involving  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training.  The  purpose  of  the 
minimum  is  to  give  a  reasonable  assurance  that  the  needs  of  the 
National  Guartl  and  Reserve  for  trained  young  men  will  be  met;  the 
purpose  of  the  maximum  is  to  insure  that  the  program  does  not  become 
one  of  universal  military  training. 

Provides  a  statutory  guaranty  that  sufficient  personnel  will  be  made 
available  to  the  Army  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard 
to  meet  their  approved  program  strengths. 

Requires  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  to  act  in  an 
advisory  capacity  to  the  President  and  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  to  report  annually  to  the  Congress  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of 
persons  undergoing  the  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training. 

Permits  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in  critical  defense  sup¬ 
porting  industries  to  fulfill  their  military  obligation,  upon  a  specific 
finding  by  the  President,  by  serving  in  the  program  involving  6  months 
of  active  duty  for  training. 

Provides  that  a  person  in  the  6-month  training  program  shall : 

(1)  receive  $50  monthly  for  the  initial  8  months  of  active  duty 
for  training; 

(2)  be  regarded  during  the  initial  6  months  as  grade  E-l  (under 
4  months)  for  purposes  of  subsistence,  travel,  and  transportation 
allowances  and  for  computation  of  physical  disability  retirement, 
separation,  or  severance  benefits  under  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended; 

(3)  receive  under  provisions  of  Public  Law  108,  81st  Congress, 
the  same  benefits  for  disability  or  death  during  the  initial  6  months 
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resulting  from  disease  or  injury  to  which  a  member  of  the  Regular 
service  of  corresponding  grade  and  length  of  service  would  be 
entitled.  Such  persons,  however,  shall  be  denied  conversion 
rights  for  national  service  life  insurance;  and  there  is  a  30-day 
limitation  after  release  from  active  training  on  servicemen’s 
indemnity  coverage. 

(4)  enjoy  draft  deferment  following  completion  of  the  6-month 
active  duty  for  training,  subject  to  satisfactory  Reserve  training 
participation,  but  be  subject  to  induction  for  an  additional  24 
months  of  active  training  and  service  for  failure  to  participate 
satisfactorily  in  such  Reserve  training. 

Permits  participants  in  officer-training  programs  to  be  enlisted  in  the 
Reserve  outside  established  quotas. 

Defines  “active  duty  for  training”  for  the  purpose  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  in  the  same  manner  as  defined  in  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952.  Also  provides  that  members  of 
the  National  Guard  undergoing  the  6  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  a  Federal  status.  This  latter  provision  is  confirmatory 
of  the  present  provisions  of  section  233  (d),  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952,  which  permits  members  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  Ah'  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  to  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  for  training,  with  their  own  consent  and  the  consent  of 
the  Governor,  in  their  reserve  component  (Federal)  status  rather  than 
hi  their  militia  (State)  status. 

Subsection  ( 3 ).  ROTC. — This  subsection  amends  paragraph  (1)  of 
subsection  6  (d)  by  additions  as  follows: 

Prescribes  that  all  qualified  ROTC  students  shall  be  commissioned 
upoy  graduation. 

Permits  persons  commissioned  from  ROTC  for  whom  there  are  no 
spaces  in  the  Active  Forces  requirements  existing  at  the  time  to  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  6  months,  following 
which  they  shall  serve  in  an  appropriate  reserve  component  for  a 
period  of  7%  years. 

Provides  that  persons  who  fail  to  satisfy  their  Reserve  obligation 
may  have  their  commission  revoked. 

Subsection  (4).  Reemployment. — This  subsection  amends  paragraph 

(3)  of  subsection  9  (g)  to  extend  to  members  of  the  National  Guard 
similar  reemployment  rights  following  periods  of  training  in  their 
militia  status  as  are  now  in  effect  for  members  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents. 

Subsection  (5).  Reemployment. — This  subsection  adds  a  paragraph 

(4)  to  subsection  9  (g),  providing  that  upon  completion  of  the  6- 
month  active  duty  for  training,  persons  may  apply  for  reinstatement 
of  their  civilian  positions  within  60  days  and  enjoy  protection  against 
discharge  without  cause  from  such  employment  for  a  period  of  6 
months.  These  benefits  afforded  to  the  individual  following  Iris 
6  months  of  active  duty  for  training  are  of  slightly  lesser  magnitude 
than  like  benefits  available  to  persons  released  from  2  or  more  years 
of  active  training  and  service. 

Section  4 •  Reserve  organization  and  system. — This  section  contains 
14  amendments  to  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952. 

Subsection  ( 1 ).  Definition.— This  subsection  amends  subsection 
101  (f),  which  defines  “member  of  a  Reserve  component,”  to  incor¬ 
porate  the  additional  procedure  provided  for  acquiring  membership 
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in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  through  transfer  to  the 
National  Guard.  Continues  provision  that  membership  in  the 
National  Guard  is  a  prerequisite  to  membership  in  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States. 

Subsection  (8).  Active  Forces  and  Reserve  Forces. — This  subsection 
adds  to  section  101  two  new  subsections  defining  the  “Active  Forces” 
as  members  and  units  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on 
active  duty;  and  the  “Reserve  Forces”  as  members  and  units  of  the 
Reserve  components  not  on  active  duty  or  in  retired  status.  These 
2  definitions  in  effect  divide  the  Reserve  components  into  4  cate¬ 
gories:  Reserves  on  active  duty,  Ready  Reserve,  Standby  Reserve 
and  Retired  Reserve. 

Subsection  (8).  Mission  oj  Reserve  Forces. — This  subsection  amends 
subsection  201  (a)  by  substituting  a  statement  of  mission  of  the 
Reserve  Forces  for  the  statement  of  mission  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents.  The  mission  assigned  is  that  of  augmenting  the  Active 
Forces  in  times  of  emergency. 

Subsection  (j)-  Composition  oj  Reserve  Forces. — This  subsection 
amends  section  204  to  provide  that  the  Reserve  Forces  shall  consist 
of  the  Ready  Reserve,  with  an  authorized  aggregate  strength  of 
2,900,000,  and  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Subsection  (5).  Ready  Reserve. — This  subsection  amends  section  205 
to  provide: 

(а)  A  concept  of  the  Ready  Reserve  in  terms  of  a  military  force 
of  a  size  and  composition  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  to  be  available  immediately  during  the  early  phases  of  war 
or  general  mobilization.  Thus  the  Ready  Reserve  becomes  an  organ¬ 
ized  force  constituting  the  reserve  base  for  the  initial  phases  ctf  a 
general  mobilization  or  war.  This  replaces  the  old  concept  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  as  a  category  of  liability  having  a  fixed  numerical 
ceiling. 

(б)  Authority  for  the  appropriate  Secretary  to  prescribe  training 
for  the  Ready  Reserve.  Prescribes  the  minimum  inactive  duty 
training  program  as  consisting  normally  of  48  drills,  and  removes  from 
individuals  who  were  in  active  service  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  any 
obligation  to  participate  in  Reserve  training. 

Subsection  ( 6 ).  Standby  Reserve. — This  subsection  amends  section 
206  to  provide: 

( a )  A  concept  of  the  Standby  Reserve  in  terms  of  those  members 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  that  are  not  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  The 
Standby  Reserve  thus  becomes  a  nonorganized  reserve  pool  consti¬ 
tuting  the  source  of  trained  and  experienced  personnel  for  the  second¬ 
ary  phases  of  a  general  mobilization.  This  replaces  the  old  concept 
under  which  part  of  the  reserve  base  for  the  initial  phases  of  a  general 
mobilization  or  war  was,  in  theory,  to  have  been  organized  in  the 
Standby  Reserve. 

(b)  That  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  participate  in 
active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training  only  voluntarily  in 
a  nonpay  status,  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  section  240.  How¬ 
ever,  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve,  who  are  in  a  pay  status  upon 
the  passage  of  this  amendatory  act,  may  continue  in  such  status  for 
120  days.  This  latter  provision  will  afford  such  persons  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  volunteer  for  transfer  to  the  Ready  Reserve  for  the  purpose 
of  continuing  in  a  pay  status. 
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Subsection  (7).  Reserve  membership  and  obligation. — This  subsection 
amends  section  208  as  follows: 

(a)  Prescribes  that  a  person  upon  becoming  a  member  of  a  Reserve 
component  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  unless  he  is  on  active  duty 
or  is  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

(b)  Continues  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

(c)  Provides  that  a  reservist  not  otherwise  required  to  serve  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve,  placed  in 
the  Retired  Reserve,  or  discharged  as  appropriate,  unless  he  agrees  to 
serve  for  at  least  1  year  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  This  provides  the 
basis  for  control  over  the  size  of  the  Ready  Reserve;  it  alters  'the 
present  procedure  under  which  transfer  from  the  Ready  Reserve 
requires  a  positive  act  on  the  part  of  the  individual. 

(d)  Authorizes  transfer  from  Standby  Reserve  to  Ready  Reserve 
of  a  person  who  has  not  completed  his  Ready  Reserve  service  when  the 
reason  for  the  initial  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  no  longer  exists. 

(e)  Prescribes  the  maximum  periods  of  required  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  reduced  proportionately  in  accordance  with  the  period 
of  active  service:  for  individuals  with  2  years  or  less  of  active  service, 
the  remainder  of  the  military  obligation;  for  individuals  with  3  years 
of  active  service,  4  years;  and  for  individuals  with  4  years  of  active 
service,  2  years.  Specifically  relieves  a  person  who  has  served  5  years 
on  active  duty  from  any  requirement  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 
With  the  exception  of  those  who  have  undergone  only  6  months  of 
active  duty  for  training,  it  provides  for  reducing  the  required  period 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  through  participation  in  incentive  programs,  to 
permit  a  person  to  be  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  after  com¬ 
pleting  a  total  of  5  years  of  active  service  and  such  incentive  partici¬ 
pation. 

(/)  Requires  the  President  to  provide  for  a  system  of  screening 
the  Ready  Reserve,  that  is,  a  process  of  transferring  individuals  to 
the  Standby  Reserve  in  order  to  achieve  maximum  mobilization 
availability  of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Objectives  of  the  screening 
process  will  be  to  insure: 

(1)  No  significant  attrition  upon  mobilization; 

(2)  A  proper  balance  of  military  skills  in  the  Ready  Reserve; 

(3)  A  proper  distribution  of  critical  civilian  skills  between 
military  service  and  essential  civilian  activities; 

(4)  Due  recognition  of  combat  participation; 

(5)  Due  consideration  for  extreme  hardship. 

(g)  Authorizes  appropriate  Service  Secretaries  to  prescribe  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  transfer  of  persons  from  Ready  Reserve  to  Standby 
Reserve,  and  for  transfer  from  Standby  Reserve  to  Ready  Reserve 
upon  request  of  the  individual.  This  gives  the  authority  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  screening  process. 

(h)  Continues  members  in  Ready  Reserve  or  Standby  Reserve  as 
of  date  of  enactment  of  this  amendatory  act,  that  is,  no  one  is  moved 
into  a  more  vulnerable  category. 

(i)  Precludes  transfer  or  discharge  of  voluntary  members  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  without  the  consent  of  the 
appropriate  Governor.  This  provision  insures,  however,  that  in  the 
case  of  individuals  transferred  to  the  National  Guard,  there  shall  be 
no  intervening  approving  authority  for  their  transfer  or  discharge 
upon  completion  of  their  statutory  obligation. 
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Subsection  ( 8 ).  Transfer  Between  Reserve  Components. — This  sub¬ 
section  provides  for  a  technical  amendment  to  subsection  209  (a) 
which  governs  the  enlistment  or  appointment  of  a  reservist  in  a 
reserve  component  other  than  the  one  to  which  he  is  transferred  upon 
release  from  active  training  and  service.  This  amendment  makes  pro¬ 
vision  for  such  enlistment  or  appointment  in  the  case  of  individuals 
who  enter  a  reserve  component  directly,  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training,  and  retain  their  reserve  component  membership  on  release 
from  such  active  training. 

Subsection  ( 9 ).  Status. — This  subsection  amends  section  212  to 
provide  that: 

(a)  Reservists  on  active  duty  and  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve, 
except  members  of  the  Inactive  National  Guard,  shall  be  in  active 
status,  but  no  member  of  the  National  Guard  required  to  be  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred  to  the  Inactive  National  Guard. 

(■ b )  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  shall  be  in  inactive  status. 
However,  they  are  permitted  to  qualify  for  retirement  points  pursuant 
to  Public  Law  810,  80th  Congress,  and,  under  certain  prescribed  con¬ 
ditions,  for  consideration  for  promotion. 

Subsection  10.  Training  categories. — This  subsection  carries  forward 
the  general  provisions  of  section  214  that,  except  for  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  Reserve  Forces  shall  be  divided  into 
uniform  training  categories.  Essentially,  under  the  new  structure, 
this  applies  to  the  Ready  Reserve  only. 

Subsection  (11).  Enlisted  Reserve  membership. — This  subsection 
amends  section  228,  which  defines  as  “enlisted  member  of  a  reserve 
component,”  to  reflect  the  additional  procedure  for  acquiring  enlisted 
membership  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States;  continues 
National  Guard  membership  proviso. 

Subsection  (12).  Limited  service  reservists. — This  subsec tion”amends 
section  232,  which  permits  persons  with  certain  physical  defects  to 
acquire  reserve  membership,  to  reflect  the  additional  means  of 
acquiring  membership  in  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States; 
adds  National  Guard  membership  proviso. 

Subsection  (18).  Active  duty. — -This  subsection  amends  section  233. 

(a)  It  preserves  the  present  vulnerability  of  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  and  Standby  Reserve  for  active  service  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress.  It  provides,  however, 
for  determination  of  availability  of  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve 
by  the  Selective  Service  System.  This  “selective  recall”  is  the 
converse  of  the  screening  process. 

(b)  It  provides  for  calling  members  of  the  reserve  components  in  a 
retired  status  in  lowest  priority  in  time  of  war  or  emergency  declared 
by  the  Congress. 

(c)  It  retains  present  vulnerability  of  Ready  Reserve  for  active 
duty  during  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President,  subject  to 
determination  by  the  Congress  of  numbers  to  be  called  in  excess  of 
1  million  members  composed  of  units  and  members  thereof  and 
members  not  assigned  to  units. 

(d)  It  affords  the  means  for  insuring  the  maintenance  of  the  re¬ 
quired  level  of  proficiency  of  the  Reserve  Forces.  If  this  proficiency 
can  be  attained  through  voluntary  means,  no  mandatory  participation 
will  be  required.  However,  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Department 
concerned  determines  that  required  proficiency  cannot  be  so  attained, 
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lie  is  authorized  to  offer  the  members  of  his  Reserve  Forces  a  choice  of 
alternative  training  programs.  In  the  event  that  the  members  then 
fail  through  their  own  fault  to  participate  in  such  program,  they  may 
be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  not  to  exceed  45  days  annually. 

(e)  It  denies  to  reservists  who  fail  through  their  own  fault  to  main¬ 
tain  required  levels  of  proficiency,  the  opportunity  to  qualify  for 
retirement  or  promotion  benefits.  However,  should  such  persons 
later  attain  the  required  level  of  proficiency,  entitlement  is  restored. 

(/)  It  continues  present  provisions  governing  voluntary  call  to 
active  duty  of  members  of  the  Reserve  components,  including  the 
Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  with  consent  of  the  Governor. 

Subsection  (14)  is  a  technical  amendment  redesignating  certain 
subsections. 

Section  5.  National  Guard  and  Militia. — This  section  amends  the 
National  Defense  Act. 

Subsection  ( 1 ).  Composition  of  the  National  Guard. — This  subsection 
i  amends  section  58  of  the  National  Defense  Act  to  conform  to  terms  of 
this  amendatory  act,  by  including  in  the  personnel  composition  of  the 
National  Guard  persons  transferred  thereto  to  fulfill  the  military 
obligation. 

Subsection  (2).  State  troops  additional  to  the  National  Guard. — This 
subsection  amends  section  61  of  the  National  Defense  Act  to  permit 
the  maintenance  in  time  of  peace  of  State  defense  forces  in  addition 
to  the  National  Guard,  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  This  will  provide  for  continuity  of 
internal  security  missions  and  missions  in  support  of  civil  defense  when 
the  National  Guard  is  ordered  into  active  Federal  service.  The 
National  Guard  Bureau  will  administer  the  provisions  of  this  section 
pursuant  to  policies  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  and 
serve  as  the  channel  of  communication  with  the  States. 

Subsection  (3).  Oaths. — This  subsection  amends  section  70  by  add¬ 
ing  the  oath  to  be  subscribed  to  by  individuals  transferred  to  the 
National  Guard  upon  release  from  active  training  or  active  training 
and  service.  Individuals  enlisting  voluntarily  in  the  National  Guard 
are  required  to  subscribe  to  the  oath  prescribed  in  section  70  of  the 
National  Defense  Act,  as  amended,  which  is  repeated  in  this  subsec- 
\  tion.  Individuals  enlisting  voluntarily  in  the  Reserve  of  an  Armed 
Force  are  required  to  subscribe  to  the  oath  prescribed  by  section  8  of 
the  Act  of  May  5,  1950.  This  is  the  same  oath  required  of  individuals 
voluntarily  enlisting  for  active  service,  and  prescribed  for  individuals 
inducted  for  active  service  (although  induction  is  not  affected  by  re¬ 
fusal  to  subscribe  to  the  oath).  No  further  oath  is  required  of  persons 
transferred  to  a  reserve  component  for  the  remainder  of  the  obligation 
upon  release  from  active  service.  However,  when  such  individuals 
are  transferred  to  the  National  Guard,  the  additional  oath  provided  in 
this  amendment  is  prescribed  (although  membership  in  the  National 
Guard  is  not  affected  by  refusal  to  subscribe  to  the  oath). 

Section  6.  Repeals. — This  section  repeals  certain  parts  of  acts. 

(1)  Repeals  paragraph  2  of  subsection  4  (c)  of  the  Universal  Mili¬ 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act,  thus  removing  certain  restrictions 
upon  voluntary  active  duty  for  enlisted  members  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  as  the  basis  for  assuring  that  persons  enlisting  in  the  Reserve 
for  the  program  involving  active  duty  for  24  months  of  training  and 
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service  are  not  denied  the  opportunity  to  perform  such  active  duty. 
It  preserves  the  right  of  any  person  to  be  deferred  from  induction  who 
was  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  on  June  25,  1950,  pursuant  to 
the  conditions  set  forth  in  the  repealed  paragraph. 

(2)  Repeals  section  210  (which  divided  the  reserve  components 
into  three  categories)  and  section  211  (which  established  the  inactive 
status  list)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  in  order  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  reserve  structure  established  by  this  amendatory  act. 

(3)  Repeals  sections  102  (d)  and  202  (d)  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force 
Authorization  Act  of  1949  removing  the  statutory  ceilings  on  the 
Army  Reserve  and  Air  Force  Reserve,  respectively. 

Section  7.  Reports. — This  section  provides  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  report  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  annually  on  the 
progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 

VI.  Letter  of  Transmittal 

The  Department  of  Defense  is  strongly  in  favor  of  the  principles  of 
the  proposed  legislation  as  indicated  by  the  following  letter: 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington  25,  D.  C.,  January  21,  1955. 

Hon.  Sam  Rayburn, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  draft  of  legislation,  to 
provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes.  A 
detailed  sectional  analysis  will  be  forwarded  at  an  early  date.  This  proposal 
is  designed  to  implement  the  recommendations  in  the  President’s  special  message 
to  the  Congress  on  January  13,  1955,  wherein  he  urged  that  legislation  be  enacted 
by  the  Congress  to  permit  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces  to  meet 
essential  mobilization  requirements. 

This  proposal  is  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative  program  for 
1955.  The  Department  has  been  advised  that  the  proposal  is  in  accord  with  the 
program  of  the  President.  It  is  recommended  that  this  legislation  be  enacted 
by  the  Congress. 

PURPOSE  OF  THE  LEGISLATION 

This  legislation  would  be  known  as  the  National  Reserve  Plan.  Its  purpose  is 
to  provide  the  Reserve  Forces  needed  for  our  national  security;  to  maximize  the 
equitable  sharing  of  military  obligation  by  those  militarily  qualified  to  serve; 
and  to  minimize  the  impact  on  essential  civilian  activities  of  training  and  mobiliz¬ 
ing  the  Reserve  Forces.  This  legislation  seeks  to  accomplish  these  aims  without 
hampering  the  combat  effectiveness  of  the  Active  Forces. 

Our  active  military  forces  provide  the  “cutting  edge”  of  the  forces  needed  in  an 
emergency.  To  meet  requirements  for  emergency  augmentation  of  those  forces, 
however,  we  must  have  an  organized  and  well-trained  Reserve  Force  immediately 
available  if  needed,  and  we  must  have  an  additional  Reserve  group  of  trained  men 
who  would  be  available  as  mobilization  progressed.  These  two  groupings  would 
constitute  the  Reserve  Forces. 

The  Reserve  Forces  under  the  proposed  legislation  would  be  divided  into  two 
categories — the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby  Reserve. 

The  Ready  Reserve  would  be  a  trained  and  equitably  organized  force  con¬ 
stituting  the  reserve  manpower  base  for  the  initial  phases  of  a  general  mobiliza¬ 
tion.  Based  on  the  existing  international  situation,  and  projected  Active  Forces 
strengths  and  deployments,  the  Ready  Reserve  requirements  are  currently  esti¬ 
mated  at  2,950,000.  This  size  would  be  subject  to  periodic  review  and  to  appro¬ 
priate  adjustments  to  conform  with  changing  conditions.  Members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  would  be  obligated  to  participate  in  Reserve  training  as  required 
by  the  respective  services;  they  would  be  liable  for  service  in  time  of  war  or 
emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by  the  President. 

The  National  Guard  would  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve  in  its  traditional  role 
as  part  of  the  Nation’s  first  line  of  defense,  retaining  its  dual  State  and  Federal 
status.  This  legislation  contains  provisions  in  furtherance  of  the  intent  of  the 


NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 


35 


Congress  that  the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Guard  be  at  all  times 
maintained  and  assured. 

The  Standby  Reserve  would  be  essentially  a  nonorganized  Reserve  manpower 
pool  from  which  individuals  would  be  drawn  to  furnish  the  experienced  personnel 
needed  for  the  secondary  phases  of  a  general  mobilization.  Members  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  would  not  be  required  to  participate  in  any  training;  they  would 
be  liable  for  service  only  in  time  of  war  or  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress, 
and  their  availability  for  such  service  would  be  determined  by  the  Selective 
Service  System. 

There  would  be  a  continuous  screening  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  and  movement 
of  personnel  from  this  group  to  the  Standby  Reserve  to  assure  a  proper  balance 
of  military  skills  and  to  assure  that  individuals  possessing  critical  civilian  skills 
would  not  be  retained  in  numbers  beyond  the  military  requirements  for  those 
skills.  First  consideration  in  the  transfer  of  personnel  from  the  Ready  Reserve 
to  the  Standby  Reserve  would  be  given  to  those  who  have  participated  in  combat. 

The  primary  source  of  personnel  for  the  Reserve  Forces  would  be  men  leaving 
the  Active  Forces  with  a  remaining  obligation  to  serve  in  the  Reserve. 

All  possible  administrative  measures  can  and  are  being  taken  to  improve  the 
Reserve  Forces.  Primary  emphasis  will  continue  to  be  placed  on  voluntary 
participation.  However,  to  the  extent  that  the  Reserve  Forces  are  unable  to 
obtain  voluntary  participation,  enforcement  measures  should  be  provided  by 
legislation. 

A  new  method  for  direct  procurement  into  the  Reserve  Forces  would  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  legislation  and  it  is  designed  currently  for  the  Army,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard.  Individuals  below  the  age  of  19  years,  who  would  not 
have  had  previous  active  military  service  could  volunteer  for  a  10-year  military 
obligation  under  the  following  conditions: 

1.  Six  months  of  active  duty  for  training  during  which  pay  would  be  $30 
per  month. 

2.  Following  initial  training,  deferment  from  induction  would  be  con¬ 
tingent  upon  satisfactory  participation  in  the  Reserve  training  program. 

3.  The  flow  of  persons  directly  into  the  Reserve  Forces  would  be  subject 
to  the  control  of  the  President  on  the  advice  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  so  that  the  manpower  pool  would  be  maintained  at 
such  levels  as  to  sustain  the  recruitment  of  long-term  volunteers  for  the 
Active  Forces  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  preclude  the 
possibility  of  the  manpower  pool’s  increasing  to  a  size  where  some  men  might 
pass  the  age  of  military  liability  without  performing  military  service.  Should 
enlistments  for  the  10-year  obligation  prove  insufficient  to  meet  military 
requirements,  men  would  be  inducted  into  this  program  through  the  Selective 
Service  System. 

This  legislation  also  would  provide  suitable  measures  to  enforce  required 
participation  in  the  training  programs  of  the  Ready  Reserve.  This  training 
program  would  be  designed  to  maintain  the  proficiency  of  units  and  of  individuals. 
The  normal  maximum  annual  training  proficiency  requirements]  would  be  48 
drills  plus  2  weeks  active  duty  for  training. 

The  legislation  would  also  provide  authority  for  the  several  States  to  maintain 
in  time  of  peace,  in  addition  to  the  National  Guard,  an  organized  militia.  This 
would  assure  continuity  of  internal  security  missions  and  missions  in  support  of 
civil  defense  in  an  emergency  where  the  National  Guard  was  ordered  into  active 
Federal  service  away  from  the  State,  particularly  in  an  emergency  involving 
direct  attack  upon  the  United  States. 

This  legislation  and  the  proposed  implementation  thereof  have  been  discussed 
within  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government,  including  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization,  Department  of  Labor,  and  the  Treasury  Department  with  respect 
to  the  Coast  Guard.  Representatives  of  the  Department  of  Defense  have  called 
upon  and  sought  the  advice  of  interested  outside  agencies  and  individuals  in 
formulating  this  proposed  legislation. 

COST  AND  BUDGET  DATA 

In  the  event  this  legislation  is  enacted,  it  is  estimated  that  increased  costs  of 
$123  million  will  be  incurred  in  fiscal  year  1956  if  100,000  men  enter  6  months 
of  training  during  that  period  in  1  or  more  services. 

While  such  increased  costs  were  not  included  within  the  proposed  operating 
budget  for  fiscal  year  1956,  funds  for  this  and  certain  other  items  will  be  shown 
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in  the  budget  as  proposed  for  later  transmission,  contingent  upon  authorizing 
legislation. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Richard  A.  Buddeke, 

Director,  Legislative  Programs. 

VII.  Changes  in  Existing  Law 

In  compliance  with  clause  3  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  there  is  herewith  printed  in  parallel  columns  the 
text  of  provisions  of  existing  laws  which  would  be  repealed  or  amended 
by  the  various  provisions  of  the  bill. 


Existing  Law 


THE  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

Sec.  4  (d)  (3).  Each  person  who,  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
paragraph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve 
components  thereof,  or  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his 
birth  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  ac¬ 
tive  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  re¬ 
serve  component,  for  a  total  period  of 
eight  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on 
the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in 
accordance  with  regulations  and  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard).  Each  such  person,  on  release 
from  active  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  shall, 
if  physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be 
transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  there- 


The  Bill 

TO  PROVIDE  FOR  THE  STRENGTHENING 
OF  THE  RESERVE  FORCES,  AND  FOR 
OTHER  PURPOSES 

That  this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the 
“National  Reserve  Plan”. 

Sec.  2.  In  enacting  this  legislation,  it 
is  the  conviction  of  the  Congress  that 
the  best  interests  of  the  national  security 
demand  a  well-trained  and  veil-disci¬ 
plined  Reserve,  and  further  that  honor¬ 
able  service  includes  fulfillment  of 
service  obligation  in  the  Reserve  Forces 
as  well  as  the  Active  Forces.  It  is  the 
intent  of  the  Congress  to  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  Reserve  Forces  which,  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  Active  Forces,  will  be  able 
to  preserve  the  security,  and  provide 
for  the  defense,  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  The  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  (62  Stat.  604),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 


(1)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  4  (d) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  after  the  en¬ 
actment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  is 
inducted  into,  or  initially  enlisted  or 
appointed  in,  the  Armed  Forces,  includ¬ 
ing  the  reserve  components  thereof,  or 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
before  his  thirty-fifth  birthday,  shall 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  or 
active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve 
component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged.  Each 
such  person,  on  release  from  active 
training  and  service  or  active  duty  for 
training  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from 
training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  shall,  if  qualified,  be  retained 
in  or  transferred  to  a  reserve  component 
of  the  Armed  Forces  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  and 
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in  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  para¬ 
graph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  such  reserve  component  during 
such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coas  Guard), 
determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment, 
or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an 
organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or 
an  officers’  training  program  of  the 
armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  avail¬ 
able  to,  and  can,  without  undue  personal 
hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person, 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to 
enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in, 
or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized 
unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and 
to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard),  may  provide,  by 
regulations  "  hich  shall  be  as  nearly  uni¬ 
form  as  practicable,  for  the  release  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  indi¬ 
viduals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  ac¬ 
cepted  into  organized  units  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard 
and  other  reserve  components.  Noth¬ 
ing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed 
to  pre  ent  any  person,  while  in  a  re¬ 
sen  e  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  Armed  Force. 


The  Bill 

shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of 
the  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve 
under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 
6  (c)  (2)  (A).  To  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  the  Army  National  Guard 
and  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  consist  of  members  of  the  militia 
voluntarily  enlisting  therein.  However, 
when  recruitment  efforts  by  the  several 
States  procure  less  than  the  necessary 
numbers  and  quality  of  volunteer  per¬ 
sonnel,  and  upon  request  or  approval  of 
the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  au¬ 
thority  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  such  a  person  may 
be  transferred  to  the  Army  National 
Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of  such 
State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  shall  serve  therein  for 
the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is 
required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph 
or  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  unless 
sooner  discharged  or  transferred.  A 
person  transferred  under  this  paragraph 
to  the  Army  National  Guard  or  the  Air 
National  Guard  shall  concurrently  be¬ 
come  a  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  the  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States, 
as  appropriate.  Persons  having  an 
obligated  period  of  service  under  this 
Act  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  for 
satisfactory  performance  of  that  service 
obligation.  However,  any  person  while 
subject  to  such  reserve  obligation  who 
in  good  faith  becomes  a  regular  or  duly 
ordained  minister  of  religion  or  a  student 
preparing  therefor,  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tions  6  (g)  and  16  (g)  of  this  Act,  shall, 
at  his  request,  not  be  required  to  serve 
on  active  training  and  service  or  active 
duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty 
training  while  in  such  status.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  their  obligation  to  perform  the 
duties  provided  for  in  this  Act,  such 
persons  shall  be  subject  to  such  orders, 
directives,  and  regulations  relating  to 
their  administration  (including  the 
rendering  of  prescribed  reports  on 
personal  status)  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard).  This  subsection 
does  not  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  armed  force.  The  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  of  a  military  depart¬ 
ment,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
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Sec.  6  (c)  (2)  (A).  In  any  case  in 
which  the  Governor  of  any  State  deter¬ 
mines  and  issues  a  proclamation  to  the 
effect  that  the  authorized  strength  of 
any  organized  unit  of  the  National 
Guard  of  his  State  cannot  be  maintained 
by  the  enlistment  or  appointment  of 
persons  referred  to  in  subsection  6  (b)  (2) 
or  persons  who  are  not  liable  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title,  any 
person  who  prior  to  attaining  the  age  of 
eighteen  years  and  six  months,  prior  to 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel 
are  available  to  the  National  Guard  to 
enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength 
authorized  by  current  appropriations, 
and  prior  to  the  issuance  of  orders  for 
him  to  report  for  induction,  enlists  or 
accepts  appointment  in  any  such 
organized  unit  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  this  title  so 
long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfac¬ 
torily  as  a  member  of  such  organized 
unit. 


The  Rile 

of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  Coast 
Guard  when  it  is  not  operating  as  a 
service  in  the  Navy)  may  provide,  by 
regulations  which  shall  be  as  uniform 
as  practicable,  for  the  release  of  any 
person  from  active  training  and  service 
or  active  duty  for  training  in  the 
Armed  Forces  before  serving  the  period 
of  active  training  and  service  or  active 
duty  for  training  for  which  he  was 
enlisted,  appointed,  or  inducted.  The 
amendment  made  by  this  amendatory 
Act  does  not  change  or  revoke  any 
reserve  obligation  imposed  on  any 
person  under  this  section  before  the 
enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act.” 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  any  person  herein 
described  may,  within  quotas  fixed  by 
the  President  with  the  advice  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  enlist  in  the  Army 
National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  Air 
National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the 
Reserve  or  in  any  unit  of  the  Reserve  of 
any  armed  force.  Under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  any  person  who  has  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  under 
this  Act  may  be  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a  reserve 
component  for  a  total  of  eight  years; 
any  person  who  is  under  the  age  of 
nineteen  years  and  who  has  not  received 
notice  to  report  for  induction  under  this 
Act  may  be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  for  a  total  of  eight  years.  Such 
persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  service  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years,  shall,  within  two  years  of  such 
enlistment,  notwithstanding  any  other 
provisions  of  law,  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  to  perform  a  minimum  of  twenty- 
four  consecutive  months  of  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  unless  sooner  released, 
except  that  the  commencement  of  such 
active  training  and  service  may  be 
deferred  under  the  same  conditions  and 
for  the  same  period  that  induction  for 
training  and  service  mat  be  deferred 
under  subsections  (d)  or  (i)  (1)  of  this 
section.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to 
serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in 
a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years  shall,  upon  enlistment,  be  ordered 
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to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of 
six  months.  The  Army  National  Guard 
and  Air  National  Guard  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided  sufficient  personnel,  under  sec¬ 
tions  4  (d)  (3)  and  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  to  meet 
the  approved  program  strengths  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National 
Guard.  Notwithstanding  the  quotas 
fixed  by  the  President  under  this  sec¬ 
tion,  a  minimum  of  one  hundred 
thousand  persons  net  and  not  more 
than  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
persons  net  shall  be  enlisted  annually  to 
'  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in 
a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years  for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection. 
The  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
President,  as  Commander-in-Chief,  with 
respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  while 
serving  on  active  duty  for  training  for 
six  months  under  this  subsection.  The 
National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  report  with  respect  to  the  welfare 
of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  advice  and  reports  rendered 
by  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  be  with  reference  to  the  welfare  of 
the  persons  involved  and  not  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  re- 
•  quired.  Upon  a  specific  finding  by  the 

President,  persons  with  critical  skills 
engaged  in  critical  defense  supporting 
industries  may  be  allowed  to  fulfill  their 
military  obligation  by  serving  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve 
component  for  a  total  of  eight  years 
under  the  terms  of  this  subsection. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  a  person  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve 
component  for  a  total  of  eight  years 
shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the 
amount  of  $50  a  month  for  his 
initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for 
training  and  for  any  period  of 
hospitalization  incident  thereto; 

“(ii)  for  the  purposes  of  sub¬ 
sistence  and  travel  and  transporta¬ 
tion  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  he  shall  be  treated  as 
if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l 
(under  four  months) ; 

“(iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits 
authorized  for  reservists  by  Public 
Law  108,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat. 
201)  (for  the  purposes  of  which 
the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’ 
as  used  herein  shall  be  considered 
to  be  ‘extended  naval  or  military 
service’),  except  that  he  shall  not 
be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section 
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(d)  Officers’  training;  defer¬ 
ment  OF  STUDENTS  AUTHORIZED. - (1) 

Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any 
person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  here¬ 
after  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  con¬ 
tinuance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve 
Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air  Re¬ 
serve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the 
Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps, 
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621  of  the  National  Service  Life- 
Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended, 
and  the  automatic  indemnity  cover¬ 
age  under  the  Servicemen’s  In¬ 
demnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended, 
shall  be  limited  to  thirty  days  after 
separation  or  release  from  the 
initial  six  months  of  active  duty 
training;  and 

“(iv)  during  his  period  of  obli¬ 
gated  service,  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  this  Act, 
after  completing  his  initial  six 
months  of  active  duty  for  training, 
for  so  long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily 
as  a  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or  a 
reserve  component,  but  he  shall  be 
liable  for  active  duty  in  accordance 
with  law.  However,  if  after  com¬ 
pleting  his  initial  six  months  of 
active  duty  for  training  he  does 
not  thereafter,  during  any  part  of 
his  obligated  period  of  service, 
serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of 
the  Army  National  Guard,  Air 
IS  ational  Guard,  or  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to- 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
his  deferment  shall  be  canceled, 
and  he  shall  be  liable  to  be  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Force  in  which  he 
has  been  trained  for  a  period  of 
training  and  service  of  not  more 
than  twenty-four  months.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  enlistments  authorized  by 
this  subsection,  persons  selected  for 
enrollment  in  an  officer  training 
program  under  section  6  (d)  of 
this  title  may  be  enlisted  in  a 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Force  concerned.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  the  words  ‘active  duty 
for  training’  mean  full-time  duty 
in  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  for  training  purposes; 
and  in  respect  to  members  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  means,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  only,  the 
performance  of  such  duty  in  a 
Federal  status.” 

(3)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “Upon  graduation  persons  who  suc¬ 
cessfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air 
Force  ROTC  course  and  are  qualified 
shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve  of 
the  appropriate  service.  Thereafter, 
such  persons  in  excess  of  the  Active 
Forces  requirements  existing  at  that 
time,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
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or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 
candidate  training  program  established 
by  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat. 
1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine 
Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve,  while 
undergoing  professional  training;  (B) 
agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  commis¬ 
sion,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject 
to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military 
department  having  jurisdiction  over 
him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  not  less  than  two  years  on  active 
duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and 
(C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a 
regular  or  reserve  component  until  the 
eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
commission  in  accordance  with  his  obli¬ 
gation  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4 
of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  under  this  title  until  after  comple¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  in¬ 
struction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in 
a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being 
commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt 
from  registration.  Such  persons,  except 
those  persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  military  train¬ 
ing  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active 
military  training  and  service,  shall  be 
required  wffiile  enrolled  in  such  programs 
to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal 
(as  determined  under  regulations  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an 
initial  period  of  military  training.  There 
shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active 
commissioned  service  of  any  person  who 
has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory 
service  in  return  for  financial  assistance 
while  attending  a  civilian  college  under 
any  such  training  program  a  period  of 
not  to  exceed  one  year. 

(3)  Any  employe  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be 
granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  em¬ 
ployer  for  the  purpose  of  being  inducted 
into,  entering,  determining  his  physical 
fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training 
duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States.  Upon  his  release  from  training 
duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  em¬ 
ployee  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for 
reinstatement  within  thirty  days  follow¬ 
ing  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his 
position  without  reduction  in  his  senior¬ 
ity,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduc- 
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training  for  a  period  of  six  months  with 
the  service  in  wdiich  commissioned. 
Upon  the  completion  of  such  active  duty 
for  training  such  persons  shall  befre- 
turned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to 
an  appropriate  reserve  component  for' a 
period  of  seven  and  one-half  years  addi¬ 
tional  service.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  develop  standards  and  regulations 
to  require  satisfactory  participation  by 
such  a  person.  Failure  to  meet  these 
standards  may  result  in  his  commission 
in  the  reserve  being  revoked.”  — 


(4)  Section  9  (g)  (3)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Any  employee  who  holds  apposition 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be 
granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his 
employer  for  the  purpose  of  being  in¬ 
ducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 
physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing 
training  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  or  while  a  member  of 
the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  Upon  his  release  from 
training  duty  (other  than  training  in 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps) 
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tion  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarlyjsituated. 


THE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT  OF  1952, 
AS  AMENDED 

Sec.  101  (f).  “Member  of  a  reserve 
component”  means  a  person  appointed 
or  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of  an  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  or  a  person 
who  acquires  such  status  by  transfer 
pursuant  to  law  to  any  of  the  reserve 
components  specified  in  section  202  of 
this  Act:  Provided,  That  no  person  shall 
be  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  or  the  Air  National 
Guard  of  j  the  ,  United  States  unless  he 
first  be  duly  enlisted  or  appointed  in 
the  National  iGuard  or  the  Air  National 
Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  pur¬ 
suant  to  law. 


or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 
shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  rein¬ 
statement  within  thirty  days  following 
his  release  or  rejection,  be  reinstated  in 
his  position  without  reduction  in  his 
seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 
reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated.” 

(5)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  paragraph,  to  be 
known  as  paragraph  (4),  to  read  as 
follow's: 

“Any  person  v'ho  performs  six  months 
of  active  duty  for  training  pursuant  to, 
and  as  defined  in  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A) 
of  the  National  Reserve  Plan  shall  be 
entitled,  upon  application  for  reem¬ 
ployment  within  sixty  days  after  (a) 
release  following  satisfactory  completion 
of  required  training  or  (b)  from  hospi¬ 
talization  continuing  after  discharge  for  ^ 
a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months,  to 
all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  9  of  this  title  in  the 
case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  except  that  any 
person  so  restored  to  a  position  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall  not  be  discharged  from  such 
position  without  cause,  within  six 
months  after  such  restoration.” 


Sec  4.  The  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952  (66  Stat.  481),  is  amended 
as  follows: 

(1)  By  amending  section  101  (f)  to 
read  as  follow's : 

“(f)  ‘Member  of  a  reserve  component’ 
means  a  person  appointed,  enlisted,  or 
inducted  as  a  Reserve  of  an  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  or  a  person 
who  is  transferred  to,  or  otherwise  ac¬ 
quires  membership  in,  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  under  any  provision  of  lawr:  4 
Provided,  That  no  person  shall  be  a  ’ 
member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  or  the  Air  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  unless  he 
first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  pursuant  to 
law.” 

(2)  By  inserting  the  following  at  the 
end  of  section  101: 

“(k)  ‘Active  Forces’  means  those 
members  and  units  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  that  are  on  active 
duty. 

“(1)  ‘Reserve  Forces’  means  those 
members  and  units  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  that  are  not  on  active  duty, 
nor  in  a  retired  status.” 


NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 


43 


Existing  Law 

Sec.  201  (a).  The  Congress  hereby 
declares  that  the  reserve  components  of 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
are  maintained  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
viding  trained  units  and  qualified  indi¬ 
viduals  to  be  available  for  active  duty 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency,  and  at  such  other  times  as  the 
national  security  may  require,  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  in  excess  of  those 
of  the  Regular  components  thereof, 
during  and  after  the  period  needed  for 
procurement  and  training  of  additional 
trained  units  and  qualified  individuals 
to  achieve  the  planned  mobilization. 

Sec.  204.  There  shall  be  within  each 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  a  Ready  Reserve,  a  Standby 
Reserve,  and  a  Retired  Reserve,  and 
each  member  of  the  reserve  components 
shall  be  placed  in  one  of  these  categories. 


Sec.  205  (a).  The  Ready  Reserve  con¬ 
sists  of  those  units  or  members  of  the 
reserve  components,  or  both,  who  are 
liable  for  active  duty  either  in  time  of 
war,  in  time  of  national  emergency  de¬ 
clared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by 
the  President,  or  when  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  by  law. 


(b)  The  authorized  aggregate  person¬ 
nel  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall 
not  exceed  a  total  of  one  million  five 
hundred  thousand. 


Sec.  206  (a).  The  Standby  Reserve 
consists  of  those  units  or  members  of 
the  reserve  components  (other  than 
members  in  the  Retired  Reserve),  or 
both,  who  are  liable  for  active  duty 
only  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  the  Congress,  or  when 
otherwise  authorized  by  law. 
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(3)  By  amending  section  201  (a)  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(a)  The  Reserve  Forces  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  are 
maintained  to  provide  trained  units  and 
qualified  persons  available  for  active 
duty  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency,  and  at  such  other  times  as  the 
national  security  requires,  to  meet 
requirements  for  military  forces  in 
excess  of  existing  Active  Forces,  during 
and  after  the  period  needed  to  procure 
and  train  additional  units  and  qualified 
persons  to  achieve  the  planned  mobiliza¬ 
tion.” 


(4)  By  amending  section  204  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  204.  The  Reserve  Forces  con¬ 
sist  of  the  Ready  Reserve  with  an 
authorized  aggregate  personnel  strength 
which  shall  not  exceed  two  million  nine 
hundred  thousand  and  the  Standby 
Reserve.” 

(5)  by  amending  section  205  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  205.  (a)  The  Ready  Reserve 
consists  of  such  trained  members  and 
units  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  of  section  204, 
which  will  be  available  immediately  dur¬ 
ing  early  phases  of  any  war  or  general 
mobilization. 

“(b)  Each  member  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  shall  perform  such  active  duty  for 
training  and  such  inactive  duty  training 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  in  accordance  with  law.  Such 
inactive  duty  training  shall  normally 
provide  for  an  annual  minimum  of  forty- 
eight  assemblies  for  drill  or  other  equiv¬ 
alent  periods  of  training,  instruction  or 
duty,  or  appropriate  duties.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  law  a 
person  who  served  on  active  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will 
not  be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or 
may  hereafter  agree,  to  participate  in 
active  duty  for  training  or  in  inactive 
duty  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve.” 

(6)  By  amending  section  206  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  206.  (a)  The  Standby  Re¬ 

serve  consists  of  those  members  of  the 
Reserve  Forces  that  are  not  in  the 
Ready  Reserve. 
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:  (b)  Except  in  time  of  war.  or  unless 
otherwise  authorized  by  Congress — (1) 
no  unit  of  the  Standby  Reserve  organ¬ 
ized  for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such 
nor  the  members  thereof  shall  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  unless  the  appropriate 
Secretary  (with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of  a  Secre¬ 
tary  of  a  military  department)  deter¬ 
mines  that  adequate  numbers  of  the 
required  types  of  units  of  the  Ready 
Reserves  are  not  readily  available,  and 
(2)  no  other  member  of  the  Standby 
Reserve  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty 
as  an  individual  without  his  consent 
unless  the  appropriate  Secretary  (with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
in  the  .case  of  a  Secretary  of  a  military 
department)  determines  that  adequate 
numbers  of  qualified  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  in  the  required  category 
are  not  readily  available. 

Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required  to 
serve  in  a  reserve  component  pursuant 
to  law,  shall,  upon  becoming  a  member 
of  a  reserve  component,  be  placed  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  his  Armed  Force  for 
the  remainder  of  his  required  term  of 
service  unless  eligible  for  transfer  to  the 
Standby  Reserve  under  subsection  (f)  of 
this  section. 

(b)  Any  member  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  in  an  active  status  on  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Act  may  be  placed  in 
the  Ready  Reserve. 

(c)  All  units  and  members  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and 
Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
Army;  and 


(d)  All  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  assigned  to  units  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  which  are 
designated  as  units  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

(e)  Subject  to  such  regulations  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
any  member  of  the  reserve  components 
may,  at  any  time  upon  his  request,  be 
placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  if  qualified. 

(f)  Except  in  time  or  war  or  national 
emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress,  any  member,  of  the  reserve 
components  who  is  not  serving  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  shall,  upon  his  request,  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  for  the 
remainder  of  his  term  of  service — 


The  Bill 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve  may  not  be  ordered,  without 
their  consent,  to  perform  active  duty 
for  training  or  inactive  duty  training, 
but  mav  be  ordered,  with  their  consent, 
to  perform  such  training  without  pay, 
except  that  such  persons  who  are  in  the 
Standby  Reserve  and  who  are  in  a  pay 
status  at  the  time  of  passage  of  the 
amendatory  Act  may  be  permitted  to 
remain  in  such  pay  status  for  not  more 
than  one  hundred  and  twenty  days  from 
the  effective  date  of  the  amendatorv 
Act.” 


(7)  By  amending  section  208  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required 
to  serve  in  a  reserve  component  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  shall,  upon  becoming  a 
member  of  a  reserve  component,  be  in 
the  Ready  Reserve,  unless  he  is  on  active 
duty  or  is  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

“(b)  All  units  and  members  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(c)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  appropriate  Secretary,  any  member 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  who  is  not  other¬ 
wise  required  to  serve  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Standby  Reserve,  be  placed  in  the 
Retired  Reserve  if  he  is  eligible  and 
applies  therefor,  or  be  discharged,  as 
appropriate,  unless  he  agrees  or  has 
agreed  in  writing  to  serve  in  the  Ready  I 
Reserve  for  at  least  one  year. 


“(c)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast 
Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy),  any 
member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has 
not  completed  his  obligated  period  of 
military  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
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(1)  if  he  has  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  not  less  than  a 
total  of  five  years; 

(2)  if,  having  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  a  total  of  less  than 
five  years,  he  has  satisfactorily 
participated,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  in  an  ac¬ 
credited  training  program  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which 
when  added  to  his  period  of  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  totals  not  less  than 
five  years  or  such  lesser  period  of 
time  as  the  appropriate  Secre¬ 
tary  (with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of 
a  Secretary  of  a  Military  Depart¬ 
ment)  may  prescribe  in  the  case  of 
satisfactory  participation  in  such 
accredited  training  programs  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  may  desig¬ 
nate; 

(3)  if  he  has  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  not  less  than 
twelve  months  between  December 
7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945, 
and,  in  addition  thereto,  has  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  for  not 
less  than  twelve  months  subsequent 
to  June  25,  1950;  or 

(4)  if  he  has  served  as  a  member 
of  one  or  more  reserve  components 
subsequent  to  September  2,  1945, 
for  not  less  than  eight  years. 

(g)  No  member  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve  without  the  consent  of  the 
governor  or  other  appropriate  authority 
of  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  of 
Columbia  concerned. 
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may  be  transferred  to  the  Ready 
Reserve,  whenever  the  reason  for  his 
transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  no 
longer  exists. 

“(e)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  appropriate  Secretary — - 

“(1)  any  person  who,  at  the 
time  of  his  release  from  active  duty 
in  an  armed  force,  has  served  there¬ 
in  for  two  years  or  less,  may  be 
required  to  serve  the  remainder  of 
his  military  obligation  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  subject  to  paragraph  4  of 
this  section; 

“(2)  any  person  who,  at  the  time 
of  his  release  from  active  duty  in  an 
armed  force,  has  served  therein  for 
a  minimum  of  three  years,  may  be 
required  to  serve  four  years  in  the 
Ready  Reserve; 

“(3)  any  person  who,  at  the  time 
of  his  release  from  active  duty  in  an 
armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  a  minimum  of  four  years,  may 
be  required  to  serve  two  years  in 
the  Ready  Reserve: 

“(4)  such  persons  by  satisfac¬ 
tory  participation  in  prescribed 
incentive  programs  shall  have  a 
period  of  required  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  reduced  as  follows: 
Three  years  for  a  person  who  has 
completed  two  years  of  active  duty 
or  who  has  completed  less  than  two 
years  but  more  than  six  months  of 
active  duty  and  was  released  from 
such  active  duty  for  the  conven¬ 
ience  of  the  Government,  two  years 
for  a  person  who  has  completed 
three  years  of  active  duty,  one  year 
for  a  person  who  has  completed 
four  years  of  active  duty;  and 


“(5)  any  person  who  at  the  time 
of  his  release  from  active  duty  in  an 
armed  force  has  served  therein  for  a 
minimum  of  five  years  shall  serve 
the  remainder  of  his  obligation  in 
the  Standby  Reserve  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

“(f)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  after  consulta¬ 
tion  with  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  having  responsibility  for  man¬ 
power  policies  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not 
operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy), 
each  armed  force  of  the  United  States 
shall  provide  a  system  of  continuous 
screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Readv  Reserve  to  insure  that— 
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Sec.  209  (a).  A  person  transferred  to 
a  reserve  component  of  an  Armed  Force 
of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act,  as  amended,  shall,  if  qualified  and 
accepted,  be  permitted  to  enlist  or  ac¬ 
cept  an  appointment  in  such  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  as  he  may 
elect  (except  that  consent  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretaries  shall  be  required  for 
enlistment  or  appointment  as  a  Reserve 
of  another  Armed  Force  of  the  United 
States)  and  to  participate  in  such  pro¬ 
grams  as  are  authorized  for  such  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States.  Any  such 
person  who  enlists  or  is  appointed  in  an 
Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  required  to  perform  the  remaining 
period  of  his  required  term  of  service 


“(1)  no  significant  attrition  will 
occur  to  those  members  or  units 
during  a  mobilization; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  bal¬ 
ance  of  military  skills; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve 
forces  possessing  critical  civilian 
skills  will  not  be  retained  in  num¬ 
bers  beyond  the  requirements  for 
those  skills  except  for  persons  who 
have  military  skills  for  which  there 
is  an  overriding  requirement; 

“(4)  with  due  respect  to  national 
security  and  military  requirements, 
recognition  is  given  to  participation 
in  combat;  and 

“(5)  members  of  the  Reserve 
forces  whose  mobilization  in  an 
emergency  would  result  in  extreme 
personal  or  community  hardship 
are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

“(g)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  appropriate  Secretary  any  member 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  "Standby  Reserve.  Subject 
to  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate 
Secretary  may  prescribe,  any  member 
of  the  Standby  Reserve  may,  at  any 
time  upon  his  request,  be  placed  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  if  qualified. 

“(h)  Members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  who  are  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
and  the  Standby  Reserve  on  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act, 
except  those  who  are  on  active  duty, 
shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  the 
Standby  Reserve,  as  the  case  may  be, 
established  by  this  amendatory  Act.” 

“(i)  No  member  of  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  of  the  United  States  or 
Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
serving  voluntarily  as  a  member  thereof 
shall  be  transferred  or  discharged  under 
this  section  without  the  consent  of  the 
Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority 
of  the  State  concerned.” 

(8)  Section  209  (a)  is  amended  by 
inserting  the  words  “retained  in  or” 
before  the  word  “transferred”. 
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in  the  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States 
in  which  such  enlistment  or  appointment 
is  made,  or  in  any  other  Armed  Force  of 
the  United  States  in  which  he  subse¬ 
quently  enlists  or  is  appointed.  All 
periods  of  such  participation  shall  be 
credited  against  total  periods  of  obli¬ 
gated  service  imposed  by  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  but  no  period  of  time  shall 
be  credited  more  than  once. 

Sec.  212  (a).  Each  member  of  the  re¬ 
serve  components  shall  be  in  an  active, 
inactive,  or  retired  status. 


(b)  Members  in  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  shall  be  in  an  active  status, 
except  those  on  an  inactive  status  list, 
members  in  the  Retired  Reserve,  and 
those  assigned  to  the  inactive  National 
Guard. 


(c)  Members  of  the  reserve  compo¬ 
nents  on  an  inactive  status  list  and 
members  assigned  to  the  inactive  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  shall  be  in  an  inactive 
status. 

(d)  Members  of  the  Retired  Reserve 
shall  be  in  a  retired  status. 

Sec.  214.  Except  in  the  case  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  each  reserve  component 
shall  be  divided  into  training  categories 
according  to  the  types  and  degrees  of 
training  including  the  number  and  dura- 
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(9)  Section  212  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  212.  (a)  Members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  and  members  of  the  reserve 
components  on  active  duty  shall  be  in 
an  active  status,  except  that  members 
of  the  inactive  Army  National  Guard 
shall  be  in  an  inactive  status:  Provided, 
That  no  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  who  is  required  to  serve  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred  to 
or  enlisted  in  the  inactive  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve  shall  be  in  an  inactive  status. 
However,  for  the  purposes  of  title  III  of 
the  Army  and  Air  Force  Vitalization 
and  Retirement  Equalization  Act  of 
1948,  a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve 
who  performs  active  duty  for  training 
or  inactive  duty  training  under  section 
206  (b)  of  this  Act,  and  who  is  otherwise 
eligible,  is  entitled  to  the  award  of 
retirement  point  credits  and  credit  for 
membership  in  a  reserve  component  as 
prescribed  in  that  Act.  A  member  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  who  applies  for 
membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and 
is  denied  such  membership  because  of 
lack  of  further  requirement  for  such 
member’s  grade  and  qualifications  shall 
become  eligible  for  consideration  for 
promotion  in  the  same  manner  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  provided 
such  member  complies  with  all  other 
necessary  requirements  pursuant  to  law 
or  regulation  as  are  prescribed  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary  for  members  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  to  qualify  for  con¬ 
sideration  for  promotion. 

“(c)  Members  of  the  Retired  Reserve 
shall  be  in  a  retired  status.” 


(10)  Section  214  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  214.  Except  in  the  case  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States,  the  Reserve  Forces 
shall  be  divided  into  training  categories 
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tion  of  drills  or  equivalent  duties  to  he 
completed  in  stated  periods  of  time,  as 
the  appropriate  Secretary  prescribes. 
The  designation  of  such  training  cate¬ 
gories  shall  be  the  same  for  each  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  and  the  same 
within  the  Ready  Reserve  and  the 
Standby  Reserve. 

Sec.  228.  To  become  an  enlisted 
member  of  a  reserve  component  an  indi¬ 
vidual  shall  be  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of 
an  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States 
and  subscribe  to  the  oath  prescribed  by 
section  8  of  the  Act  of  May  5,  1950,  as 
amended,  or  be  transferred  to  a  reserve 
component  pursuant  to  law:  Provided , 
That  no  person  shall  become  an  enlisted 
member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  hereunder,  unless 
he  first  be  duly  enlisted  in  the  National 
Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  subscribe  to  the 
oath  provided  in  section  70  of  the 
National  Defense  Act,  as  amended,  and 
is  a  member  of  a  federally  recognized 
unit  or  organization  thereof  in  the  same 
grade. 

Sec.  232.  Persons  who  are  otherwise 
qualified  but  who  have  physical  defects, 
which  as  determined  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  will  not  interfere  with  the 
performance  of  general  or  special  duties 
to  which  they  may  be  assigned,  may  be 
appointed  or  enlisted  as  Reserves  in  any 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States. 


Sec.  233  (a).  In  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  hereafter  declared  by 
the  Congress,  or  when  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the  members 
thereof,  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a 
unit  organized  for  the  purpose  of  serving 
as  such,  of  any  reserve  component  may, 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  for  the  duration  of  the  war 
or  national  emergency  and  for  six 
months  thereafter,  but  members  on  an 
inactive  status  list  or  in  a  retired  status 
shall  not  be  ordered  to  active  duty  with¬ 
out  their  consent  unless  the  appropriate 
Secretary  (with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of  a 
Secretary  of  a  Military  Department) 
determines  that  adequate  numbers  of 
qualified  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  in  an  active  status  or  in  the 
inactive  National  Guard  in  the  required 
category  are  not  readily  available. 

(b)  (1)  In  time  of  national  emergency 
hereafter  proclaimed  by  the  President  or 
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according  to  the  types  and  degrees  of 
training  including  the  number  and  dura¬ 
tion  of  drills  or  equivalent  duties  to  be 
completed  in  stated  periods  of  time,  as 
the  appropriate  Secretary  prescribes. 
The  designation  of  such  training  cate¬ 
gories  shall  be  the  same  for  each  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States.” 

(11)  By  amending  section  228  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  228.  To  become  an  enlisted 
member  of  a  reserve  component,  a  per¬ 
son  shall  be  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of  an 
Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  and 
subscribe  to  the  oath  prescribed  by  sec¬ 
tion  8  of  the  Act  of  May  5,  1950,  as 
amended,  or  be  inducted  into,  or  trans¬ 
ferred  to,  or  otherwise  become  a  member 
of  a  reserve  component  under  law:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  person  shall  become  an 
enlisted  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  of  the  United  States  here¬ 
under,  unless  he  first  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  appropriate 
State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia.” 

(12)  By  inserting  the  following  before 
the  period  at  the  end  of  section  232:  “, 
or  transferred  to,  or  otherwise  acquire 
membership  in,  a  reserve  component 
under  law:  Provided,  That  no  person 
shall  become  a  member  of  the  Arm}' 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or 
Air  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  hereunder,  unless  he  first  becomes 
a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard 
or  Air  National  Guard  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  State,  Territory,  or  District  of 
Columbia.” 

(13)  By  amending  subsections  (a), 
(b),  (c),  and  (d)  of  section  233  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Sec.  233.  (a)  In  time  of  war,  or  of 
national  emergency  declared  by  Con¬ 
gress  after  the  enactment  of  this  amend¬ 
atory  Act,  any  unit  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  and  the  members  thereof,  or  any 
member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  may, 
by  competent  authority,  and  subject  to 
a  determination  of  availability  by  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service  in  the  case 
of  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve,  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  the  duration 
of  the  war  or  emergency  and  for  six 
months  thereafter. 


“(b)  Members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  in  a  retired  status  may  be 
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when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any  ordered  to  active  duty  in  time  of  war,  or 
unit  and  the  members  thereof,  or  any  of  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  Congress  after  the  enactment  of  this 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  in  the  amendatory  Act,  but  may  be  ordered 
Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  com-  without  their  consent  only  if  the  appro- 
ponent  may,  by  competent  authority,  priat-e  Secretary  determines  that  ade- 
be  ordered  to  and  required  to  perform  quate  numbers  of  qualified  members  of 
active  duty  involuntarily  for  a  period  the  Reserve  Forces  are  not  otherwise 
not  to  exceed  twenty-four  consecutive  readily  available, 
months:  Provided,  That  Congress  shall 
determine  the  number  of  members  of  the 
reserve  components  necessary  for  the 
national  security  to  be  ordered  to  active 
duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection  prior 
to  the  exercise  of  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  this  subsection. 

(2)  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Congress  in 
view  of  hardship  situations  developed  by 
the  Korean  hostilities  that  in  the  interest 
of  fair  treatment  as  between  members  in 
the  Ready  Reserve  involuntarily  re¬ 
called  for  duty,  attention  shall  be  given 
to  the  duration  and  nature  of  previous 
service,  Avith  the  objective  of  assuring 
such  sharing  of  hazardous  exposure  as 
the  national  security  and  the  military 
requirement  will  reasonably  permit,  to 
family  responsibilities,  and  to  employ¬ 
ment  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
interest.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  promulgate  such  policies  and  estab¬ 
lish  such  procedures  as  may  be  required 
in  his  opinion  to  carry  out  our  intent 
here  declared,  and  shall  from  time  to 
time,  and  at  least  annually,  report  to  the 
Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Congress  respecting  the  same. 

(c)  At  any  time,  any  unit  and  the  “(c)  In  time  of  national  emergency 
members  thereof,  or  any  member  not  proclaimed  by  the  President  after  the 
assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  or 
purpose  of  sen  ing  as  such,  in  an  active  when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  anv 
status  in  any  reserve  component  may,  unit  and  the  members  thereof,  or  any 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized 
and  required  to  perform  active  duty  or  for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  of 
active  duty  for  training,  without  his  the  Ready  Reserve  may,  bv  competent 
consent,  for  not  to  exceed  fifteen  days  authority,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
annually:  Provided,  That  units  and  not  more  than  twenty-four  consecutive 
members  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  months:  Provided,  That  Congress  shall 
United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  determine  the  number  of  members  of 
of  the  United  States  shall  not  be  the  reserve  components  necessary  for 
ordered  to  or  required  to  serve  on  active  the  national  security  to  be  ordered  to 
duty  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  active  duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection 
pursuant  to  this  subsection  without  the  prior  to  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
consent  of  the  Governor  of  the  State  or  contained  in  this  subsection. 

Territory  concerned,  or  the  Command¬ 
ing  General  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
National  Guard. 

•  (d)  A  member  of  a  reserve  component  “(d)  In  order  to  maintain  the  re¬ 

may,  by  competent  authority,  be  or-  quired  level  of  proficiency  in  the  Reserve 
dered  to  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  Forces,  members  thereof  having  an 
training  at  any  time  with  his  consent:  obligation  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
Provided,  That  no  member  of  the  may  participate  in  training  programs 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  involving  annually  a  specified  number 
or  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  of  assemblies  for  drill,  or  other  equiva- 
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States  shall  be  so  ordered  without  the  lent  periods  of  training,  instruction,  or 
consent  of  the  Governor  or  other  ap-  duty,  or  appropriate  duties  prescribed 
propriate  authority  of  the  State,  Terri-  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  as  well  as 
tory,  or  District  of  Columbia  concerned,  a  period  of  active  duty  or  active  duty 

for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen 
days.  However,  whenever  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
that  the  degree  of  participation  pursuant 
to  the  foregoing  procedure  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  maintain  the  required  level  of 
proficiency,  such  members  may  be 
offered  the  alternative  of  active  duty  or 
active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed 
thirty  days  annually.  However,  any 
such  members  who  fail  through  refusal, 
when  able  to  perform  their  obligation 
pursuant  to  the  above  alternatives,  may 
by  competent  authority  be  ordered  to 
and  required  to  perform  active  duty  or 
active  duty  for  training,  without  their 
consent,  for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  | 
days  annually.  However,  no  member " 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  of  the  Air  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be 
ordered  to  duty  under  this  subsection 
without  the  consent  of  the  Governor  or 
other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  as  the  case  may  be. 

“(e)  Members  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
who  have  fulfilled  the  active  duty 
obligation  imposed  upon  them  by  law 
and  who  thereafter  fail  to  attain  or 
maintain  required  levels  of  proficiency 
because  of  their  failure  or  refusal  to 
participate  in  prescribed  Reserve  pro¬ 
grams  shall,  in  addition  to  any  other 
action  which  may  be  taken  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  and  upon  ap¬ 
proval  by  that  Secretary,  not  accrue 
any  further  eligibility  to  benefits  under 
title  III  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force 
Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equaliza¬ 
tion  Act  of  1948.  However,  if  such  a 
member  thereafter  and  during  his  period  § 
of  obligated  service  attains  and  main-  * 
tains  required  levels  of  proficiency,  as 
determined  by  the  appropriate  Secre¬ 
tary,  he  shall  again  be  entitled  to  those 
benefits  and  to  accrue  further  eligibility 
to  those  benefits. 

“(f)  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  a  member  of  a 
reserve  component  including  a  Reserve 
in  retired  status  may,  by  competent 
authority,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  or 
active  duty  for  training  at  any  time 
with  his  consent:  Provided,  however, 
That  no  member  of  the  National  Guard  ‘ 
of  the  United  States  or  Air  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  shall  be  so 
ordered  without  the  consent  of  the 
Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority 
f  of  the  State,  Territory,  or  of  the  District 

of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be.” 
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(e)  A  member  of  a  reserve  component 
ordered  into  the  active  military  service 
of  the  United  States  will  be  allowed  a 
reasonable  period  of  time  between  the 
date  he  is  alerted  for  active  duty  and 
the  date  on  which  he  is  required  to  enter 
upon  active  duty.  Such  period  shall  be 
at  least  thirty  days  unless  military  con¬ 
ditions  as  determined  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  do  not  permit. 

(f)  In"  any  expansion  of  the  active 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
which  requires  the  ordering  into  the 
active  military  service  involuntarily  of 
individual  officers  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  who  are  not  members  of  units 
organized  for  the  purpose  of  serving  as 
such,  it  shall  be  the  policy  to  utilize  to 
the  greatest  practicable  extent  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  qualified  and  available  officers  of 

I  the  reserve  components  in  all  grades  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
branch,  grade,  and  specialty. 

(g)  Insofar  as  practicable,  in  any 
expansion  of  the  active  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  which  require  that 
units  and  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  be  ordered  into  the  active 
military  service  of  the  United  States, 
members  of  units  organized  and  trained 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  a  unit  shall 
be  ordered  involuntarily  into  _  active 
duty  only  with  their  units.  This  shall 
not  be  interpreted  as  prohibiting  the 
reassignment  of  personnel  of  such  units 
after  being  ordered  into  the  active  mil¬ 
itary  service  of  the  United  States. 

THE  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  ACT,  AS 
AMENDED 

Sec.  58.  Composition  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  of  the  States,  Terri¬ 
tories,  and  District  of  Columbia.— 
The  National  Guard  of  each  State, 

\  Territory,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  consist  of  members  of  the  militia 
voluntarily  enlisted  therein,  who  upon 
original  enlistment  shall  be  not  less  than 
seventeen  nor  more  than  forty-five  years 
of  age,  or  who  in  subsequent  enlistment 
shall  be  not  more  than  sixty-four  years  of 
age,  organized,  armed,  equipped,  and 
federally  recognized  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  and  of  commissioned  officers  and 
warrant  officers  who  are  citizens  of  the 
United  States  between  the  ages  of 
eighteen  and  sixty-four  years:  Provided, 
That  former  members  of  the  Regular 
Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  under 
sixty-four  years  of  age  may  enlist  in 
said  National  Guard. 


(14)  By  redesignating  subsections  (e), 
(f),  and  (g)  of  section  233  as  (g),  (h), 
and  (i),  respectively. 


Sec.  5.  The  National  Defense  Act,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  166),  is  further 
amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  adding  the  words  “persons 
who  are  transferred  thereto  pursuant  to 
law  and”  after  the  words  “shall  consist 
of”  in  section  58  thereof. 
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Sec.  61.  Maintenance  of  Other 
Troops  by  States. —  (a)  No  State  shall 
maintain  troops  in  time  of  peace  other 
than  as  authorized  in  accordance  with 
the  organization  prescribed  under  this 
Act.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act 
shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  rights 
of  the  States  in  the  use  of  the  National 
Guard  within  their  respective  borders 
in  time  of  peace  or  to  prevent  the 
organization  and  maintenance  of  State 
police  or  constabulary. 

(b)  Effective  for  a  period  of  two 
years  after  Sept.  27,  1950,  and  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  may 
prescribe  for  the  organization,  stand¬ 
ards  of  training,  instruction,  and  dis¬ 
cipline,  the  organization  by  and  main¬ 
tenance  within  any  State  of  such  mili¬ 
tary  forces  other  than  a  National 
Guard  as  may  be  provided  by  the  laws 
of  such  State  is  authorized  while  any 
part  of  the  National  Guard  of  such 
State  is  in  active  Federal  service. 
Such  military  forces  shall  not  be  called, 
ordered,  or  in  any  manner  drafted,  as 
such,  into  the  military  services  of  the 
United  States.  No  person  shall,  by 
reason  of  his  membership  in  any  unit 
of  any  such  military  forces,  be  exempted 
from  military  service  under  any  Federal 
law.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
authorized,  in  his  discretion  and  under 
such  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  use  appropriations  for  the  Military 
Establishment  for  any  expenses  of  the 
United  States  incident  to  the  training 
of  the  military  forces  authorized  by 
this  subsection  except  for  pay,  subsist¬ 
ence,  medical  care  and  treatment,  and 
transportation  of  members  of  such  mili¬ 
tary  forces  between  their  homes  and  the 
places  of  performance  of  such  training. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion  and  under  regulations  deter¬ 
mined  by  him,  is  authorized  to  issue, 
from  time  to  time,  for  the  use  of  such 
military  forces,  to  any  State,  upon 
requisition  of  the  Chief  Executive 
thereof,  such  arms,  ammunition,  cloth¬ 
ing,  and  equipment  as  he  deems  neces¬ 
sary. 

(c)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
“State”  means  any  State  or  Territory  of 
the  United  States,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  or  the  Canal  Zone. 


The  Bill 

(2)  Section  61  (39  Stat.  198)  is 

amended  by  adding  the  following  sub¬ 
sections  : 

“(b)  In  addition  to  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard 
heretofore  authorized  by  this  Act,  the 
States  ma\r,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of 
such  State,  organize  and  maintain  State 
defense  forces  in  conformance  with  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army.  The  regulations  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army  shall,  among  other 
things,  provide  for  the  maximum  com¬ 
position  of  the  State  defense  forces 
within  each  State  and  shall  limit  the 
organization  of  such  forces,  during 
periods  of  peace,  to  a  strength  as 
deemed  appropriate  for  organizing  and 
planning  and  to  serve  as  a  basis  for  the 
rapid  expansion  of  such  State  defense 
forces,  if  and  when  any  part  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard  may  be  ordered  to  active  dutv 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  or 
during  periods  of  a  national  emergency 
declared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed 
by  the  President.  State  defense  forces 
established  under  this  section  may  not 
be  called,  ordered,  or  in  any  manner 
drafted,  as  such,  into  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States.  State  defense 
forces  may  be  used  within  their  respec¬ 
tive  State  borders  as  deemed  necessary 
by  the  chief  executive  thereof.  A  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  State  defense  force  established 
under  this  section  is  not  exempt  from 
military  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  under  any  Federal 
law  by  reason  of  membership  therein 
and  further,  such  member  is  not  entitled 
to  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  trans¬ 
portation,  or  medical  care  or  treatment 
from  Federal  funds.  No  person  may 
become  a  member  of  the  organized 
militia  established  under  this  section  if 
he  is  a  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
as  defined  in  section  101  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952. 


“(c)  The  President  may  prescribe  for 
the  issuance  of  such  arms,  ammunition, 
clothing,  and  other  items  of  military 
equipment  for  the  use  of  the  State 
Defense  Forces  as  he  deems  appropriate. 

“(d)  The  National  Guard  Bureau 
shall  be  charged  with  administering  the 
provisions  of  this  section  and  shall  be 
the  channel  of  communication  between 
the  Department  of  the  Army  and  the 
several  States  pursuant  to  policies 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Armv. 
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Sec.  70.  Oath  of  Enlistment,  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States— “Men  enlisting 
in  the  National  Guard  and  Air  National 
Guard  of  the  several  States,  Territories, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  sign 
an  enlistment  contract  and  subscribe  to 
the  following  oath  or  affirmation: 

‘“I  do  hereby  acknowledge  to  have 

voluntarily  enlisted  this - day  of 

_ 19..,  in  the  National  Guard 

(Air  National  Guard)  of  the  State  of 
for  a  period  of  _  — 
year (s)  under  the  conditions  prescribed 
by  law,  unless  sooner  discharged  by 

proper  authority.  ,  ,  , 

“ ‘l  _ _  do  solemnly 

swear  (or  affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true 
faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United  States 

of  America  and  to  the  State  of - J 

that  I  will  serve  them  honestly  and 
faithfully  against  all  their  enemies 
whomsoever;  and  that  I  will  obey  the 
orders  of  the  President  of  the  United 

States  and  the  Governor  of - - 

and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 
over  me,  according  to  law  and  regu¬ 
lations.’  .,  ,  . 

“The  oath  of  enlistment  prescribed  in 
this  section  may  be  taken  before  any 
officer  of  the  National  Guard  (Air 
National  Guard)  or  any  other  person 
authorized  to  administer  oaths  of 
enlistments  in  the  National  Guard  of 
the  several  States,  Territories,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  by  respective 
laws  thereof.” 


The  Bill 

“(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
“State”  means  any  State,  Common¬ 
wealth,  Territory,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  Canal 
Zone  or  Guam.” 

(3)  By  amending  section  70  (39  Stat. 
201),  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Each  person  enlisting  in  the 
Army  National  Guard  or  the  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  shall  sign  an  enlistment 
contract  and  subscribe  to  the  following 
oath: 

“  ‘I  do  hereby  acknowledge  to  have 

voluntarily  enlisted  this - day 

of _ _ _ 19-  - ,  in  the - 

National  Guard  (Air  National  Guard) 

of  the  State  of - for  the 

period  of  _  year(s),  under  the 

conditions  prescribed  by  law,  unless 
sooner  discharged  by  proper  authority. 

“‘I,  _ _  do  solemnly 

swear  (or  affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true 
faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 
States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of 

_ ;  that  I  will  serve  them 

honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever;  and  that  I  will 
obey  the  orders  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Governor  of 

_  and  the  orders  of  the 

officers  appointed  over  me,  according  to 
law  and  regulations.’ 


“(b)  Each  person  who  is  transferred 
to  the  Army  National  Guard  or  the  Air 
National  Guard  pursuant  to  law  shall 
thereafter  subscribe  to  the  following 

0a^<j(  _ ,  do  solemnly 

swear  (or  affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true 
faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United  States 

of  America  and  to  the  State  of - 

_ ;  that  I  will  serve  them 

honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever:  that  I  will  obey 
the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  Tinted 

States  and  of  the  Governor  of - 

and  the  orders  of  the  officers 
appointed  over  me,  according  to  law 
and  regulations.’ 

“(c)  The  oath  prescribed  by  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  or  (b)  may  be  taken  before 
any  officer  of  the  Army  National  Guard 
or  the  Air  National  Guard,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  authorized  by  the  law  of  his 
State  or  Territory  or  of  the  District  of 
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THE  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT,  AS  AMENDED 

Sec.  4  (c)  (2).  Any  enlisted  member 
of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period 
of  this  Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service 
equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  and  his  application 
shall  be  accepted:  Provided,  That  his 
services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and 
that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness 
for  such  service  meet  the  standards 
prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  concerned:  Provided  further,  That 
active  service  performed  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his  status 
as  such  member  of  such  reserve  com¬ 
ponent:  And  provided  further,  That  any 
person  who  was  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who 
thereafter  continued  to  serve  satis¬ 
factorily  in  such  reserve  component, 
shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty 
made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  is 
denied,  be  deferred  from  induction 
under  this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is 
ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve 
satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

Sec.  210.  All  members  of  the  reserve 
components  who  are  not  in  the  Ready 
or  Retired  Reserve  shall  be  in  the  Stand¬ 
by  Reserve. 

Sec.  211.  (a)  Within  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve,  an  inactive  status  list  shall  be 
maintained.  When  deemed  by  compe¬ 
tent  authority  to  be  in  the  best  interest 
of  the  service  concerned,  members  in 
the  Standby  Reserve  who  are  not  re¬ 
quired  to  remain  members  of  a  reserve 
component  and  who  are  unable  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  prescribed  training  may,  if 
qualified,  be  transferred  to  the  inactive 
status  list,  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Sec¬ 
retary.  Such  regulations  shall  provide 
for  the  return  of  such  members  to  an 
active  status  under  such  conditions  as 
the  appropriate  Secretary  shall  pre¬ 
scribe. 

(b)  Members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  in  an  inactive  status  shall  not 
be  eligible  for  pay,  promotion,  or  award 
of  retirement  point  credits  under  Title 
III  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force  Vitaliza- 
tion  and  Retirement  Equalization  Act 
of  1948,  as  amended. 


The  Bill 

Columbia,  in  the  case  of  members  of 
its  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard,  or  before  any  other  person  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  law  of  the  jurisdiction 
concerned  to  administer  oaths  of  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Army  National  Guard  or 
Air  National  Guard.” 


Sec.  6.  The  following  parts  of  Acts 
are  repealed: 

(1)  Paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  4  (c) 
of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended  (64  Stat.  605). 
However,  any  person  who  was  deferred 
under  the  last  proviso  thereof  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  deferred  from  induction 
until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active 
duty,  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  a 
reserve  component,  or  would  otherwise 
not  be  subject  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended. 


(2)  Sections  210  and  211  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended. 
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ARMY  AND  AIR  FORCE  AUTHORIZATION 
ACT  OF  1949 


Sec.  102.  (d)  There  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  for  the  Army  Reserve  a  personnel 
strength  of  nine  hundred  and  eighty 
thousand  officers,  warrant  officers,  and 
enlisted  persons,  excluding  those  serving 
on  active  duty  in  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  who  are  counted  within 
the  personnel  strength  of  eight  hundred 
and  thirty-seven  thousand  authorized 
in  subsection  (a)  of  this  section.  Per¬ 
sons  may  be  appointed  as  warrant 
officers  in  the  Army  Reserve  under  such 
regulations  and  in  such  numbers  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  202.  (d)  There  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  for  the  United  States  Air  Force 
Reserve  a  personnel  strength  of  five 
hundred  thousand  officers,  warrant 
officers,  and  enlisted  persons,  including 
those  members  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force  Reserve  on  active  duty  in  the 
Air  Force  of  the  United  States  who  are 
not  counted  within  the  personnel 
strength  of  the  five  hundred  and  two 
thousand  authorized  in  subsection  (a) 
of  this  section.  Persons  may  be  ap¬ 
pointed  as  warrant  officers  in  the 
United  States  Air  Force  Reserve  under 
such  regulations  and  in  such  numbers 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  may 
prescribe. 


(3)  Sections  102  (d)  and  202  (d)  of  the 
Armv  and  Air  Force  Authorization  Act 
of  1949  (64  Stat.  322,  323) . 


Sec.  7.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  cause  records  to  be  maintained  in 
the  three  military  departments,  as  far 
as  practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons 
participating  in  active  duty  for  training 
in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of 
Defense  shall  report  in  January  of  each 
year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  the  progress  as  to  the  strength¬ 
ening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  29, 1955 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

April  28, 1955 

Reported  with  amendments,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Eorces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tines  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Reserve  Plan”. 

4  Sec.  2.  In  enacting  this  legislation,  it  is  the  conviction 

5  of  the  Congress  that  the  best  interests  of  the  national  security 

6  demand  a  well-trained  and  well-disciplined  Reserve,  and 

7  further  that  honorable  service  includes  fulfillment  of  service 

8  obligation  in  the  Reserve  Eorces  as  well  as  the  Active  Eorces. 

9  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  to  provide  sufficient  Reserve 

10  Eorces  which,  in  conjunction  with  the  Active  Eorces,  will 
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be  able  to  preserve  the  security,  and  provide  for  the  defense, 
of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  The  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as 
follows : 

(1)  Paragraph  (31  of  subsection  4  (d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  after  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act,  is  inducted  into,  or  initially  enlisted  or 
appointed  in,  the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
before  his  thirty-fifth  birthday,  shall  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and 
in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  such  person,  on  release 
from  active  training  and  service  or  active  duty  for  training 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  qualified,  be  retained  in 
or  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary7  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  "Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


3 


6  (c)  (2)  (A).  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable,  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  shall 
continue  to  consist  of  members  of  the  militia  voluntarily 
enlisting  therein.  However,  when  recruitment  efforts  by  the 
several  States  procure  less  than  the  necessary  numbers  and 
quality  of  volunteer  personnel,  and  upon  request  or  approval 
of  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  a  State, 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  such  a  person  may 
be  transferred  to  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 
6  (c)  (2)  (A)  unless  sooner  discharged  or  transferred. 

A  person  transferred  under  this  paragraph  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  concurrently 
become  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  as  appropriate.  Persons  having  an  obligated  period 
of  service  under  this  Act  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may 
be  prescribed  bv  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  for  satisfactory  -performance  of  that  service 
obligation.  However,  any  person  while  subject  to  such 
reserve  obligation  who  in  good  faith  becomes  a  regular  or 
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duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  or  a  student  preparing 
therefor,  as  defined  in  sections  6  (g)  and  16  (g)  of  this 
Act,  shall,  at  his  request,  not  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
training  and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive 
duty  training  while  in  such  status.  In  adddition  to  their 
obligation  to  perform  the  duties  provided  for  in  this  Act, 
such  persons  shall  be  subject  to  such  orders,  directives,  and 
regulations  relating  to  their  administration  (including  the 
rendering  of  prescribed  reports  on  personal  status)  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) .  This  subsection  does  not  prevent  any  person, 
while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force. 
The  appropriate  Secretary  of  a  military  department,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  Coast  Guard  when  it  is 
not  operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy)  may  provide,  by 
regulations  which  shall  be  as  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  of  any  person  from  active  training  and  service  or 
active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  before  serving 
the  period  of  active  training  and  service  or  active  duty  for 
training  for  which  he  was  enlisted,  appointed,  or  inducted. 
The  amendment  made  by  this  amendatory  Act  does  not 
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change  or  revoke  any  reserve  obligation  imposed  on  any 
person  under  this  section  before  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act.” 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  any  person  herein  described  may, 
within  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  with  the  advice  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  enlist  in 
the  Army  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Ter¬ 
ritory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Reserve  or  in 
any  unit  of  the  Reserve  of  any  armed  force.  Under  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Porce  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  any  person  who  has  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  may  be  en¬ 
listed  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Porces  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
eight  years;  any  person  who  is  under  the  age  of  nineteen 
years  and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  report  for  induction 
under  this  Act  may  be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  service  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total 
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of  eight  years,  shall,  within  two  years  of  such  enlistment, 
notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law,  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  to  perform  a  minimum  of  twenty-four  consecu¬ 
tive  months  of  active  training  and  service,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  except  that  the  commencement  of  such  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  may  be  deferred  under  the  same  conditions 
and  for  the  same  period  that  induction  for  training  and 
service  may  be  deferred  under  subsections  (d)  or  (i)  (1) 
of  this  section.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
eight  years  shall,  upon  enlistment,  be  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  training  for  a  period  of  six  months.  The  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  shall  be  provided  sufficient 
personnel,  under  sections  4  (d)  (3)  and  6  (c)  (2)  (A) 
to  meet  the  approved  program  strengths  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard.  Notwithstanding 
the  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  under  this  section,  a  mini¬ 
mum  goal  of  one  hundred  thousand  persons  net  an4  but  not 
more  than  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  persons  net  shall 
he  enlisted  annually  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and 
in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  subsection.  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  the  President,  as  Commander-in-Chief,  with 
respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  while  serving  on  active  duty 
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for  training  for  six  months  under  this  subsection.  The 
National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  report  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  welfare  of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Congress. 
The  advice  and  reports  rendered  by  the  National  Security 
Training  Commission  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  with 
reference  to  the  welfare  of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  required.  Upon  a  specific 
finding  by  the  President,  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged 
in  critical  defense  supporting  industries  may  be  allowed  to 
fulfill  their  military  obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty 

9 

for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years  under  the  terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total 
of  eight  years  shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of  $50  a 
month  for  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  incident 
thereto ; 

“  (ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  he  shall  be 
treated  as  if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under 
four  months )  ; 

“  (iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized  for  re- 
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servists  by  Public  Law  108,  Eigbty-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201)  (for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  which  the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  as 
used  herein  shall  be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval 
or  military  service’) ,  except  that  he  shall  not  be  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  section  621  of  the  National  Service 
Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  the  auto¬ 
matic  indemnity  coverage  under  the  Servicemen’s 
Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  be  limited  to 

thirty  days  after  separation  or  release  from  the  initial 

% 

six  months  of  active  duty  training ;  and 

“  (iv)  during  his  period  of  obligated  service,  be  de¬ 
ferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  after 
completing  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for 
training,  for  so  long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Army  National  Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or 
a  reserve  component,  but  he  shall  be  liable  for  active 
duty  in  accordance  with  law.  However,  if  after  com¬ 
pleting  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for  training 
he  does  not  thereafter,  during  any  part  of  his  obligated 
period  of  service,  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  the 
Army  National  Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or  a  reserve 
component,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
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the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  his  deferment  shall  be 
canceled,  and  he  shall  be  liable  to  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Force  in  which  he  has  been  trained  for  a  period 
of  training  and  service  of  not  more  than  twenty-four 
months.  In  addition  to  enlistments  authorized  by  this 
subsection,  persons  selected  for  enrollment  in  an  officer 
training  program  under  section  6  (d)  of  this  title  may 
be  enlisted  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Force 
concerned.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  words 
‘active  duty  for  training’  mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active 
military  service  of  the  United  States  for  training  pur¬ 
poses;  and  in  respect  to  members  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  means,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  only,  the  performance  of  such  duty  in  a 
Federal  status.” 

(3)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at 

the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  graduation  persons 
who  successfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTO 
course  and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve 
of  the  appropriate  service.  Thereafter,  such  persons  in 
excess  of  the  Active  Forces  requirements  existing  at  that 
time,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period 
of  six  months  with  the  service  in  which  commissioned. 
Upon  the  completion  of  such  active  duty  for  training  such 


H.  R,  5297 - 2 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


10 


person  shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an 
appropriate  reserve  component  for  a  period  of  seven  and 
one-half  years  additional  service.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  develop  standards  and  regulations  to  require  satisfac¬ 
tory  participation  by  such  a  person.  Failure  to  meet  these 
standards  may  result  in  his  commission  in  the  reserve  being 
revoked.” 

(4)  Section  9  (g)  (3)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  par¬ 
agraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall 
he  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his  phys¬ 
ical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  while  a  member  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard.  Upon  his 
release  from  training  duty  -(other  than  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps)  or  upon  his  rejection,  such 
employee  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement 
within  thirty  days  following  his  release  or  rejection,  be  re¬ 
instated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all 
employees  similarly  situated.” 

(5)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
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new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  defined  in  section  6  (c)  (2) 
(A)  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan  shall  be  entitled,  upon 
application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (a) 
release  following  satisfactory  completion  of  required  training 
or  (b)  from  hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for 
a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months,  to  all  reemployment 
rights  and  benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  this  title  in  the 
case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not  be  discharged  from 
such  position  without  cause,  within  six  months  after  such 
restoration.” 

Sec.  4.  The  Armed  Porces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (66 
Stat.  481) ,  is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  amending  section  101  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

“(f)  ‘Member  of  a  reserve  component’  means  a  person 
appointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  as  a  Reserve  of  an  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  or  a  person  who  is  transferred 
to,  or  otherwise  acquires  membership  in,  a  reserve  component 
under  any  provision  of  law:  Provided,  That  no  person  shall 
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be  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  unless 
lie  first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or 
Air  National  Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  pursuant  to  law.” 

(2)  By  inserting  the  following  at  the  end  of  section 

101: 

“(k)  ‘Active  Forces’  means  those  members  and  units 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  that  are  on  active 
duty. 

“  (1)  ‘Reserve  Forces’  means  those  members  and  units 
of  the  reserve  components  that  are  not  on  active  duty,  nor 
in  a  retired  status.” 

(3)  By  amending  section  201  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  The  Reserve  Forces  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 

United  States  are  maintained  to  provide  trained  units  and 
qualified  persons  available  for  active  duty  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency,  and  at  such  other  times  as  the  national 
security  requires,  to  meet  requirements  for  military  forces  in 
excess  of  existing  Active  Forces,  during  and  after  the  period 
needed  to  procure  and  train  additional  units  and  qualified 
persons  to  achieve  the  planned  mobilization.” 

(4)  By  amending  section  204  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  204.  The  Reserve  Forces  consist  of  the  Ready 


1 

2 

O 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


13 


Reserve  with  an  authorized  aggregate  personnel  strength 
which  shall  not  exceed  two  million  nine  hundred  thousand 
and  the  Standby  Reserve.” 

(5)  by  amending  section  205  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  205.  (a)  The  Ready  Reserve  consists  of  such 
trained  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  section  204,  which  will  he  avail¬ 
able  immediately  during  early  phases  of  any  war  or  general 
mobilization. 

“(b)  Each  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall  per¬ 
form  such  active  duty  for  training  and  such  inactive  duty 
training  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  law.  Such  inactive  duty  training  shall 
normally  provide  for  an1  annual  minimum  of  forty-eight 
assemblies  for  drill  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
instruction  or  duty,  or  appropriate  duties.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law  a  person  who  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will  not 
be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may  hereafter  agree, 
to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  inactive  duty 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve.” 
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(6)  By  amending  section  206  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  206.  (a)  The  Standby  Reserve  consists  of  those 

members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  that  are  not  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  not  be 
ordered,  without  their  consent,  to  perform  active  duty  for 
training  or  inactive  duty  training,  but  may  be  ordered,  with 
their  consent,  to  perform  such  training  without  pay,  except 
that  such  persons  who  are  in  the  Standby  Reserve  and  who 
are  in  a  pay  status  at  the  time  of  passage  of  this  amendatory 
Act  may  he  permitted  to  remain  in  such  pay  status  for  not 
more  than  one  hundred  and  twenty  days  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendatory  Act.” 

(7)  By  amending  section  208  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required  to  serve  in  a 

reserve  component  pursuant  Jjo  law  shall,  upon  becoming 
a  member  of  a  reserve  component,  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
unless  he  is  on  active  duty  or  is  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

“(b)  All  units  and  members  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

“  (c)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces  who  is  not 
otherwise  required  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  shall  be 
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transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve,  be  placed  in  the  Retired 
Reserve  if  be  is  eligible  and  applies  therefor,  or  be  dis¬ 
charged,  as  appropriate,  unless  be  agrees  or  has  agreed  in 
writing  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  at  least  one  year. 

“(d)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast 
Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not  operating  as  a  service 
in  the  Navy) ,  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has 
not  completed  bis  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve, 
whenever  the  reason  for  bis  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
no  longer  exists. 

“(e)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary — 

“  ( 1 )  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  bis  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  two  years  or  less,  may  be  required  to  serve  the 
remainder  of  bis  military  obligation  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  subject  to  paragraph  4  of  this  section; 

“(2)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  bis  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  a  minimum  of  three  years,  may  be  required  to  serve 
four  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve ; 

“(3)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  bis  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
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for  a  minimum  of  four  years,  may  be  required  to  serve 
two  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve; 

“  (4)  such  persons  by  satisfactory  participation  in 
prescribed  incentive  programs  shall  have  a  period  of 
required  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve  reduced  as  lol- 
lows:  Three  years  for  a  person  who  has  completed  two 
years  of  active  duty  or  who  has  completed  less  than  two 
years  but  more  than  six  months  of  active  duty  and  was 
released  from  such  active  duty  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Government,  two  years  for  a  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  three  years  of  active  duty,  one  year  for  a  person 
who  has  completed  four  years  of  active  duty;  and 

“  (5)  any  person  who  at  the  time  of  his  release  from 
active  duty  in  an  armed  force  has  served  therein  for  a 
minimum  of  five  years  shall  serve  the  remainder  of  his 
obligation  in  the  Standby  Reserve  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

“(f)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  alter  consultation  with  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  having  responsibility  for  manpower  policies  -(or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  United  States  Coast  Guard 
when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not  operating  as  a  service  hr  the 
Aav-v)  President,  each  armed  force  of  the  United  States  shall 
provide  a  system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 
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“(1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills ; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing 
critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers 
beyond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  per¬ 
sons  who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an 
overriding  requirement ; 

“  (4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and 
military  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  combat ;  and 

“  (5)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve/’ 

“  (g)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.  Subject  to  such  regulations 
as  the  appropriate  Secretary  may  prescribe,  any  member  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  may,  at  any  time  upon  his  request,  be 
placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  if  qualified. 

“(li)  Members  of  the  reserve  components  who  are  in 
the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby  Reserve  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  except  those  who  are  on 
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active  duty,  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby 
Reserve,  as  the  case  may  be,  established  by  this  amendatory 
Act.” 

“  (i)  No  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
serving  voluntarily  as  a  member  thereof  shall  be  transferred 
or  discharged  under  this  section  without  the  consent  of  the 
Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State 
concerned.” 

(8)  Section  209  (a)  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words 
“retained  in  or”  before  the  word  “transferred”. 

(9)  Section  212  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  212.  (a)  Members  of  the  Eeady  Reserve  and 
members  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  shall  be 
in  an  active  status,  except  that  members  of  the  inactive  Army 
National  Guard  shall  be  in  an  inactive  status:  Provided, 
That  no  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  who  is  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  in  the  Eeady  Reserve  may  he  transferred 

to  or  enlisted  in  the  inactive  Armv  National  Guard. 

*/ 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  shall  be  in  an 
inactive  status.  However,  for  the  purposes  of  title  III  of 
the  Army  and  Air  Uorce  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equal¬ 
ization  Act  of  1948,  a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who 
performs  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
under  section  206  (b)  of  this  Act,  and  who  is  otherwise 
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eligible,  is  entitled  to  the  award  of  retirement  point  credits 
and  credit  for  membership  in  a  reserve  component  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  that  Act.  A  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who 
applies  for  membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  is  denied 
such  membership  because  of  lack  of  further  requirement  for 
such  member’s  grade  and  qualifications  shall  become  eligible 
for  consideration  for  promotion  in  the  same  manner  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  provided  such  member  complies 
with  all  other  necessary  requirements  pursuant  to  law  or 
regulation  as  are  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  for 
members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  qualify  for  consideration 
for  promotion. 

“(c)  Members  of  the  Retired  Reserve  shall  be  in  a 
retired  status.” 

(10)  Section  214  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  214.  Except  in  the  case  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States,  the  Reserve  Forces  shall  be  divided  into 
training  categories  according  to  the  types  and  degrees  of 
training  including  the  number  and  duration  of  drills  or  equiv¬ 
alent  duties  to  be  completed  in  stated  periods  of  time,  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  prescribes.  The  designation  of  such 
training  categories  shall  be  the  same  for  each  Armed  Force 
of  the  United  States.” 
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( 11 )  By  amending  section  228  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  228.  To  become  an  enlisted  member  of  a  reserve 

component,  a  person  shall  be  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of  an 
Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  and  subscribe  to  the  oath 
prescribed  by  section  8  of  the  Act  of  May  5,  1950,  as 
amended,  or  be  inducted  into,  or  transferred  to,  or  other¬ 
wise  become  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  under  law: 
Provided,  That  no  person  shall  become  an  enlisted  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  hereunder,  unless  he 
first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia.” 

(12)  By  inserting  the  following  before  the  period  at  the 
end  of  section  232:  “,  or  transfered  to,  or  otherwise  acquire 
membership  in,  a  reserve  component  under  law:  Provided , 
That  no  person  shall  become  a  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  hereunder,  unless  he  first  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia.” 

(13)  By  amending  subsections  (a),  (b),  (c),  and 
(d)  of  section  233  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  233.  (a)  In  time  of  war,  or  of  national  emergency 
declared  by  Congress  after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory 
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Act,  any  unit  of  the  Reserve  Eorces  and  the  members  thereof, 
or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  serving  as  such,  may,  by  competent  authority,  and 
subject  to  a  determination  of  availability  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  in  the  case  of  members  of  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  the  duration  of  the  war  or 
emergency  and  for  six  months  thereafter. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  reserve  components  in  a  retired 
status  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  in  time  of  war,  or  of 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  after  the  en¬ 
actment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  but  may  be  ordered  without 
their  consent  only  if  the  appropriate  Secretary  determines 
that  adequate  numbers  of  qualified  members  of  the  Reserve 
Eorces  are  not  otherwise  readily  available. 

“(c)  In  time  of  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  or 
when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the  members 
thereof,  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may, 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  not 
more  than  twenty-four  consecutive  months:  Provided,  That 
Congress  shall  determine  the  number  of  members  of  the 
reserve  components  necessary  for  the  national  security  to 
be  ordered  to  active  duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection  prior 
to  the  exercise  of  the  authority  contained  in  this  subsection 
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in  excess  of  1,000,000  members  comprised  of  units  and 
members  thereof  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a,  unit. 

“(d)  In  order  to  maintain  the  required  level  of  profi¬ 
ciency  in  the  Reserve  Forces,  members  thereof  having  an 
obligation  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  participate 
in  training  programs  involving  annually  a  specified  number 
of  assemblies  for  drill,  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  train¬ 
ing,  instruction,  or  duty,  or  appropriate  duties  prescribed 
by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  as  well  as  a  period  of  active 
duty  or  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen 
days.  However,  whenever  it  is  determined  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  that  the  degree  of  participation  pursuant 
to  the  foregoing  procedure  is  not  sufficient  to  maintain  the 
required  level  of  proficiency,  such  members  may  be  offered 
the  alternative  of  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training 
of  not  to  exceed  thirty  days  annually.  However,  any  such 
members  who  fail  through  refusal,  when  able  to  perform 
their  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above  alternatives,  may  by 
competent  authority  be  ordered  to  and  required  to  perform 
active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training,  without  their  consent, 
for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  annually.  However,  no 
member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
or  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be 
ordered  to  duty  under  this  subsection  without  the  consent  of 
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the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  he. 

“(e)  Members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  who  have  ful¬ 
filled  the  active  duty  obligation  imposed  upon  them  by  law 
and  who  thereafter  fail  to  attain  or  maintain  required  levels 
of  proficiency  because  of  their  failure  or  refusal  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  prescribed  Reserve  programs  shall,  in  addition  to 
any  other  action  which  may  be  taken  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  and  upon  approval  by  that  Secretary,  not  accrue 
any  further  eligibility  to  benefits  under  title  III  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equaliza¬ 
tion  Act  of  1948.  However,  if  such  a  member  thereafter 
and  during  his  period  of  obligated  service  attains  and  main¬ 
tains  required  levels  of  proficiency,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  he  shall  again  he  entitled  to  those 
benefits  and  to  accrue  further  eligibility  to  those  benefits. 

“(f)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  including  a  Reserve 
in  retired  status  may,  by  competent  authority,  he  ordered 
to  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training  at  any  time  with 
his  consent:  Provided,  however,  That  no  member  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  so  ordered  without  the  consent 
of  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
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Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case 
may  be.” 

(14)  By  redesignating  subsections  (e),  (f) ,  and  (g) 
of  section  233  as  (g) ,  (h) ,  and  (i) ,  respectively. 

Sec.  5.  The  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended  (39 
Stat.  166),  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  adding  the  words  “persons  who  are  transferred 
thereto  pursuant  to  law  and”  after  the  words  “shall  con¬ 
sist  of”  in  section  58  thereof. 

(2)  Section  61  (39  Stat.  198)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  subsections : 

“  (b)  In  addition  to  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  heretofore  authorized  by  this  Act,  the  States 
may,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of  such  State,  organize  and 
maintain  State  defense  forces  in  conformance  with  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  The  regulations 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall,  among  other  things,  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  maximum  composition  of  the  State  defense 
forces  within  each  State  and  shall  limit  the  organization  of 
such  forces,  during  periods  of  peace,  to  a  strength  as  deemed 
appropriate  for  organizing  and  planning  and  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  the  rapid  expansion  of  such  State  defense  forces, 
if  and  when  any  part  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  in  the  service 
oi  the  United  States,  or  during  periods  of  a  national  emer- 
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gency  declared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  State  defense  forces  established  under  this  section  may 
not  be  called,  ordered,  or  in  any  manner  drafted,  as  such, 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  State  defense 
forces  may  be  used  within  their  respective  State  borders 
as  deemed  necessary  by  the  chief  executive  thereof.  A  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  State  defense  force  established  under  this  section 
is  not  exempt  from  military  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  under  any  Federal  law  by  reason  of 
membership  therein,  and  further,  such  member  is  not  en¬ 
titled  to  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  transportation,  or  med¬ 
ical  care  or  treatment  from  Federal  funds.  No  person  may 
become  a  member  of  the  organized  militia  established  under 
this  section  if  he  is  a  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as 
defined  in  section  101  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952. 

“(c)  The  President  may  prescribe  for  the  issuance  of 
such  arms,  ammunition,  clothing,  and  other  items  of  military 
equipment  for  the  use  of  the  State  Defense  Forces  as  he 
deems  appropriate. 

“(d)  The  National  Guard  Bureau  shall  be  charged  with 
administering  the  provisions  of  this  section  and  shall  be  the 
channel  of  communication  between  the  Department  of  the 
Army  and  the  several  States  pursuant  to  policies  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 
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“(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  “State”  means 
any  State,  Commonwealth,  Territory,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  Canal  Zone  or  Guam.” 

(3)  By  amending  section  70  (39  Stat.  201),  to  read 
as  follows: 

“  (a)  Each  person  enlisting  in  the  Army  National  Guard 
or  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  sign  an  enlistment  contract 
and  subscribe  to  the  following  oath: 

“  ‘I  do  hereby  acknowledge  to  have  voluntarily  enlisted 

this _ day  of _ 19 _ ,  in  the 

_ National  Guard  (Air  National 

Guard)  of  the  State  of _ for  the  period  of 

_ year(s),  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by  law, 

unless  sooner  discharged  by  proper  authority. 

“  T, _ ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or 

affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 

States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of _ ;  that 

I  will  serve  them  honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever;  and  that  I  will  obev  the  orders  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Governor  of 

- and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 

over  me,  according  to  law  and  regulations.’ 

“(b)  Each  person  who  is  transferred  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard  pursuant  to  law 
shall  thereafter  subscribe  to  the  following  oath: 
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1  “‘I, _ ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or 

2  affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 

3  States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of _ ;  that 

4  I  will  serve  them  honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 

5  enemies  whomsoever;  that  I  will  obey  the  orders  of  the 

6  President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Governor  of 


7  _ and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 

8  over  me,  according  to  law  and  regulations.’ 

9  “(c)  The  oath  prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  or  (b) 


10  may  be  taken  before  any  officer  of  the  Army  National  Guard 

11  or  the  Air  National  Guard,  as  appropriate,  authorized  by  the 

12  law  of  his  State  or  Territory  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 

13  in  the  case  of  members  of  its  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 

14  National  Guard,  or  before  any  other  person  authorized  by  the 

15  law  of  the  jurisdiction  concerned  to  administer  oaths  of  enlist- 

16  ment  in  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard.” 

17  Sec.  6.  The  following  parts  of  Acts  are  repealed: 

18  (1)  Paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  4  (c)  of  the  Universal 

19  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended  (64  Stat. 

20  605 ) .  However,  any  person  who  was  deferred  under  the 

21  last  proviso  thereof  shall  continue  to  be  deferred  from  induc- 

22  tion  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty,  ceases 

23  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  a  reserve  component,  or  would  other- 

24  wise  not  be  subject  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 

25  Service  Act,  as  amended. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 
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(2)  Sections  210  and  211  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952,  as  amended. 

(3)  Sections  102  (d)  and  202  (d)  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  Authorization  Act  of  1949  (64  Stat.  322,  323) . 

Sec.  7.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 
be  maintained  in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 
duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 
January  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  on 
the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 
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HIGHLIGHTS  8  House  debated  price  support  bill©  House  committee  ordered  reported 
bill  for  Federal  loans  for  non- Federal  reclamation  projects 0  Senate  debated  trade 
agreements  bill.  Sen,  Symington  criticized  Mo,  ASC  committee «  Sen,  Aiken  intro¬ 
duced  and  discussed  bill  to  cooperate  with.  States  in  reforestation. 


HOUSE 


1.  PRICE  SUPPORTS.  Began  debate-  on  Ho  R.  12,  to  provide  for  90 %  price  supports  on 
basic  commodities©  General' debate  was  concluded,  and  the  bill  is  to  be  read  for 
amendment  today©  (ppc  4539-94 a ) 

2q  PERSONNEL©  Agreed  to  H/Con>  Res0  121,  requesting  the  President  to  return  for 
correction  S.  1094,  4b  clarify  the  Federal  Emoloyees1  Uniform  Allowance  Act  (pp. 
4594-5). 

3«  CCC  CLAIMS.  Transferred  frem  the  Agriculture  Committee  to  the  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  Committee  , fie  R,  2137,  2872,  2007,  694,  and  646,  to  relieve  from  CCC  claims 
persons  who  innocently  purchase  converted  fungible  goods  (pe  4594). 


4.  RESERVE  MANPOWER.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideration  of 
H.  Ro  5297,  the  military  reserve  manpower  bill  (p©  4538)® 

5ft  ANIMAL  DISEASE.  The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  reported  H.  R,  4576,  to  provide 
for  certain  indemnity  payments  in  Iowa  on  account  of  vesicular  exant hemaNwhich 
could/not  be  made  because  of  a  technicality  (p0  D367)  © 

6*  DROUGHT  RELIEF.  The  Agriculture  Committee  considered  but  postponed  action  on 

h/  Ro  4176,  to  provide  that  feed  furnished  in  disaster  areas  shall  be  made  ava.il- 
yable  for  working  stock  and  hogs  (pc  D367). 
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\ 


7*  CIVIC  AUDITORIUM®  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideration 
of  H.  R.  1825,  creating  a  commission  to  plan  a  D.  C.  civic  auditorium  (n4'46C9). 


8*  RECLAMATION;  LOANS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported 
He  R.  5881,  to  provide  for  Federal  cooperation  in  non-Federal  reclamation  pro¬ 
jects  am  for  non-Federal  cooperation  in  Federal  projects  (p.  D368') 


\  / 

9.  SALT-WATER  RESEARCH ,  The  Rules  Committee  ordered  reported  a  resolution  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  Hr  Rt.  2126,  to  expand  the  salt-water  research  program  (p.  D368). 


/ 


10.  IMPORTS.  The  Ways  and  Means  Committee  ordered  reported  H.  R»  5560,  making  per¬ 
manent  the  existing  privilege  of  free  importation  of  personal  and  household 
goods  under  Government  orders,  and  He  R0  5675,  continuing  through  June  1958 
the  suspension  of  irrport  taxes  on  copper  (p.  D369)« 


11.  POSTAL  PAT.  The  conferees  agreed  to  report  a  revised  version  of  S. 
postal  pay  bill  (pp.  D369—70).  / 


the 


12, 


SURPLUS  COMMODITIES.  The  revision  of  H.  R.  285X5  as  ordered  reported  by  the 
House  Agriculture  Committee,  provides  as  follows  $  Requires  CCC  to  make  avail 
able  to  HEW,  for  providing  emergency  assistance  to  the  needy,  agricultural 
commodities  and  products  (including  cereals  and  cereal  products)  acquired 
through  price  support  operations®  Authorises  CCC  to  pay  processing  and  other 
charges  up  to  the  time  of  delivery  to  central  locations  in  States.  Upon 


certifications  of  the  Labor  Department  and  the  Governors  as  to  need,  directs 


HEW  to  make  such  commodities  and  products  available  to  State  agencies.  Pro¬ 
vides  that  CCC  make  Sec®  418  commodities  available  without  compensation  and 
that  HEW  reimburse  CCC  for  other  commodities  at  the  acquisition  cost  or  current 
support  price  (whichever  is  lower)  plus  the  costs  of  processing,  etc.  Pro¬ 
vides  that  CCC  expenditures  under  this  bill  may  be  made  in  advance  of  appro¬ 
priations  and  shall  be  entered  as  accounts  receivable 5 


13. 


\ 


EXPORT-IMPORT  BANK.  Ho  Doq/  150  (Apr0  20)  is  a-, proposed  increase  in  the  amount 
of  1300, 000  in  the  limitation  on  expenses  (to  provide  for  additional  staff 
and  other  expenses  required  for  a  growing  workload)  for  the  fiscal  year  1 956 
for  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  Washington.  \  .  / 


\ 


lX-  SOIL  CONSERVATION.  The  amendments  by  Sen,  Holland  and  others  to  H»  Ro  1573*  ti"1 
repeal  the  AC P-ac re age  allotments  tie-in, (see  Digest  71) 5  woul^  exempt  from 
the  present  ACP-aeroage  allotments  tie-in  farmers  harvesting  corn  for  ensilage, 
wheat  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  15  acres,  a  commodity  \or  a  crop  on  which 
producers  hav9/  re  jected  marketing  quotas  in  a  referendum,  or  peanuts  for  seed 
to  be  used  for  the  raising  of  peanuts  for  hogs.  The  amendments  would  also 
require  applicants  to  establish  their  eligibility  for  payments,  in  such  manner 
as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe  by  regulation. 


SENATE 


/ 

iR*  TRADE  AGREEMENTS  0  Continued  debate  on  Ha  Ro  1,  the  trade  agreements  Extension 
bill  (pp*  I4.62O-I,  I4.63I,  I4.63J 4~U3 ,  A.6I4.5-97 ) ,  and  agreed  to  limit  debate  Vn  bill 
ind  that  no  nongermane  amendment  will  be  received  (p,  I4621)*  Sens.  Bea\lj 
Morse,  O'Mahon^y,  and  Humphrey  submitted  amendments  to  be  proposed  to  tin 
bill. 

During  debate  on  this  hill  Sen.  Malone  stated  that  ”H,  R.  1  is  an 
economic  Yalta,"  and  that,  "Farmers,  too,.* .will  be  an  early  target  of  the 
global  free  trade  agenoy.,  as  will  producers  of  milk,  butter,  cheese,  and  other 
farm  commodities"  (pp*  461±8-5l)0  Sen,  Malone  also  spoke  in  favor  of  giving 


84th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
1st  Session  ) 


Report 
No.  470 


CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  5297 


May  3,  1955.— Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  227] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  227,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  resolution  do  pass. 

o 


5500i 


84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


House  Calendar  No.  52 

H.  RES.  227 

[Report  No.  470] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

May  3, 1955 

Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
resolution ;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 

2  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 

3  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
I  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (II.  R.  5297)  to 
5  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
<>  for  other  purposes.  After  general  debate,  which  shall  be 

7  confined  to  the  bill,  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  four 

8  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman 

9  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
19  Services,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 

11  five-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration 

12  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 


V 


2 


1  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 

2  have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  con- 

3  sidered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to 

4  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion 

5  to  recommit. 
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Research. .............. 

Reserve  manpower . .1+ 
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Relief,  upmestio ........ ,1 


HIGHLIGHTS:  House  committee  reported  surplus-commodities  donation  bill.  House 
concurred  in  Senate  amendments  to  bill  relieving  innooent  purchasers  of  converted 
goods  from  CCC  claims.  Ready  for  Presidents,.  House  members  oommended  REA  program. 
House  debated  reserve  manpower  bill  and  defense  appropriation  bill.  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  reported  bill  to  increase  per  die#  allowances .  Senators  commended  REA  pro¬ 
gram. 


> 


HOUSE 

SURPLUS  COMMODITIES,  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R. 

2  851,  to  authorize  CCC  to  process  food  commodities  "for  donation  to  the  needy 
(H.  Rept.  583 )(p.  5255).  /  For  provisions  of  this  bil\  as  reported,  see  Digest 
No.  72. 

Reps,  hurray  and  Mack,  both  of  Ill.,  spoke  against\plans  of  the  State 
Government  to  discontinue  certain  relief  distribution  of  surplus  foods  there 
(pp.  5238-9). 

2,  CCC  CLAIMS.  Concurred  in  the  Senate  amendments  to  H.  R.  1831,\to  protect  inno¬ 
cent  purchasers/of  fungible  goods  converted  by  warehousemen  frbm  CCC  claiirs 
(p.  5195).  Tfyis  bill  will  no w  be  sent  to  the  Fresident. 


3.  DEFENSE  APPROPRIATION  BILL  FOR  1956. 
5195-6,  5200-222). 


Began  debate  on  this  bill,  H. 


6042  (pp. 


4.  RESERVE  MANPOWER.  Began  debate  on  H0  R.  5297,  to  provide  for  strengthening  the 

Reserve  Forces  for  national  defense  (pp.  5196-200), 

5.  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION.  Several  members  commended  the  REA  program  on  its  amua-er 

s/ry  (pp.  5223-37). 

6.  /LAND  TRANSFER.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R.  1762,  to 
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\ 


sell  an  APS  land  tract  to  Woodward,  Okla.  (H.  Rept,  584) (p.  5255)* 

7o  TRADE  AGREE]'irENTS,  Rep.  Hand  criticized  the  trade  agreements  program  (pp*5^7-8) 


8.  PRICE  DISCRIMINATION.  Rep.  Patman  inserted  his  statement  favoring  the  R^binson- 
Patman  Act  and  additional  anti-price  discrimination  legislation  (pp.  52.39-54)'. 


9.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Majority  Whip  Albert  announced  that  the  House-ls  expected 
to  adjourn  from  today  until  Mon.  if  action  on  the  defense  appropriation  bill  is 
completed.  Agreed  to  have  the  consent  calendar  called  Tues.  (p/  5222.) 


SENATE 


10. 


\ 


TRAVEL-  EXPENSES.  The\Pest  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  reported  without 
amendment  S,  1580,  to  increase  the  maximum  per  diem  and  subsistence  allowance 
of  Federal  employees  from  ;  9  to  spl3  per  day,  and  the  maximum  auto  allowance 
from  7  to  10  cents  per  mile  (S.  Rept.  3^8)  (p.  5109) • 


11, 


POSTAL  PAY*  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S.  1,  the  postal  pay  bill 
(pp.  517Uu*8).  This  bill  will,  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


\ 


12.  PERSONNEL.  Agreed  to,  as  reported,  S*  Res.  3,3*  providing  for  an  investigation 


by  the  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee,  of  the  administration  of  the 
civil  service  system  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  and  other  Government 
agencies  (o.  5179)* 


X 


13*  SUGAR  QUOTAS.  Sen.  Allott  inserted  a/Debver  Chamber  of  Commerce  resolution 
urging  immediate  domestic  sugar  quota  increases  (pp.  5195 -6). 


/  \ 

l4»  FORESTRY.  Sen.  McNamara  inserted  a  University  of  Michigan  resolution  requesting 
adequate  funds  for  the  Forest  Service  for  the  development  of  recreational 
facilities  and  f or  wildlife  management  on  the  national  forests  (p.  5197)* 


15*  WATER  POLLUTION.  Sen.  Humphrey  inserted  a  Minn.  Water  Pollution  Control  Com¬ 
mission  resolution  opposing  S.  89O,  a  bill  to  amend  and  extend  the  1  ater  ^ollu/ 

tion  Control^ Act  (p.  $108).  •  - 


\ 

\ 

\ 
\ 


l6.  REAL  PROPERTY.  Sen,  Humphrey  inserted  a  City  Counoil  of  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  reso¬ 
lution  recommending  passage  of  S.  1566,  proposing  payments,  to  State  and  local 
governments  on  Federal  real  property  (o.  5198). 


17  < 


ELECTRIFICATION:  WATER  RESOURCES.  Sen.  Neuberger  criticised  the  administra¬ 
tion's  water  resouroe  and  power  development  policies,  and  inserted  several 
newspaper  articles  on  this  subject  (pp.  5lU3“U) • 

Sens.  Johnson,  McClellan,  Fulbright,  Morse,  and  others,  commended  REA 
on  its  20th  anniversary,  discussed  the  development  of  the  rural  eleVtrificatior 
program,  and  stated  "it  has  been  an  institution  characterized  by  wise,  manage¬ 
ment ,  sound  business  practice,  and  by  the  extension  of  credit  at  reasonable 
rates  of  interest  over  a  long  period  of  time"  (pp.  5LI4I4.-6O,  5182-6). 


lo.  RECESSED  tut il  'Friday,  May  '13  (pi  $17?). 
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cuts  in  trie  Army.  That  amendment,  of 
course,  I  shall  introduce  at  the  proper 
time.  But  nothing  has  been  said  of  the 
fact,  and  maijy  Members  of  the  House 
have  inquired  me  concerning  whether 
I  propose  to  introduce  an  amendment  to 
restore  the  cut  inSfhe  Marine  Corps. 

In  view  of  the  fafet  that  the  overall  ex¬ 
pression  of  strategy ‘‘Spy  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  and  by  the  administration  is  to 
build  up  the  effectiveness  of  a  force  in 
being  and  an  elite  cofcps  of  striking 
power,  I  want  to  assure  \the  Members 
that  at  the  proper  time  I  propose  to  in¬ 
troduce  an  amendment  to  restore  the 
cut  in  the  United  States  Marine  Corps. 

\ 


on  Government  Operations,  or  any  sub¬ 
committee  thereof,  may  sit  this  after¬ 
noon  while  the  House  is  in  session  diming 
general  debate. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  today 
for  30  minutes,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto 
fore  entered,  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  and  insert  extraneous  material 


CORRECTION  OP  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  on  rollcall  No.  52,  Mr.  Wilson  of 
Indiana  was  recorded  as  not  being  pres¬ 
ent.  He  was  present  and  voted  aye.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Record 
and  the  Journal  be  corrected  accord¬ 
ingly. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 


CONFUSION  IN  DISTRIBUTION  OP 
SALK  ANTIPOLIO  VACCINE 

(Mr.  FOGARTY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute.) 

Mr.  FOGARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  about 
1  month  ago  the  famous  Francis  report 
on  the  Salk  vaccine  was  announced  to 
this  Nation  and  to  the  world.  It  had  a 
Hollywood  premier  effect  on  the  people 
of  this  country.  It  seemed  to  give  the 
impression  to  all  the  mothers  of  the 
children  who  were  to  be  inoculated  witl 
this  vaccine  that  it  was  100  percent  ef¬ 
fective,  which  is  not  the  fact.  The  {dct 
is  that  it  will  prevent  polio  up  to  within 
SO  percent  and  90  percent  of  thc^se  in¬ 
oculated. 

Also,  it  gave  to  the  public  of  ^his  coun¬ 
try  the  impression  that  we  hdd  enough 
of  it  on  hand  at  that  time /to  inoculate 
all  those  who  needed  it.  The  confusion 
that  has  developed  over/the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  arid  the  safety  of 
this  vaccine  by  those  An  control  here  in 
Washington  is  causing  great  concern 
throughout  the  Nation.  If  the  authori¬ 
ties  in  Washington  who  have  control 
over  this  vaccinV  do  not  see  fit  to  appear 
willingly  before  the  appropriate  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Congress,  it  seems  to  me  that 
those  committees  should  take  proper  ac¬ 
tion  and  see  to  it  that  something  is  done 
to  straighten  this  mess  out,  and  do  it 
quickly  ' 

ZDMMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 


COMMODITY  CREDIT 
CORPORATION 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  1831)  to 
amend  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  Charter  Act  in  order  to  protect  in¬ 
nocent  purchasers  of  fungible  goods  con¬ 
verted  by  warehousemen  from  claims  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  with 
Senate  amendments  thereto,  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Vage  1.  line  9,  after  "warehouseman”,  in- 
ser€\“or  other  dealer.” 

Pagp  1,  line  9,  strike  out  "also”  and  insert 
"regularly  engaged.” 

Page  2,  line  4,  strike  out  “warehouseman” 
and  insert  “seller.”  / 

Page  2,  line  7,  strike  out  “warehouseman’s” 
and  insert  “teller’s.”  / 

Page  2,  line  .8,  after  “goods.”,  Insert  "To  be 
entitled  to  relief  under  this  section  a  buyer 
must  assert  as  an  affirmative  defense  and 
establish  by  a  preponderance  of  the  evidence 
the  facts  necessary,  to  entitle  him  to  such 
relief.”  \  / 

Amend  the  title  so ‘a/  to  read:  "An  act  to 
amend  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
Charter  Act  in  order, to  protect  innocent  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fungible/goods'from  claims  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation.” 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  tolhe  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas?  \ 

Mr.  I0PE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object, , Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gehtleman 
from  /Texas  explain  the  amendments? 
I  know  they  are  not  out  of  harmonywith 
th /  original  purpose  of  the  bill,  but  I 
ink  we  should  have  a  brief  explaria- 
jn. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  first  amendment 
simply  adds  the  words  “or  other  dealer.” 
The  bill  originally  related  to  warehouse¬ 
men  who  are  engaged  in  the  business 
of  buying  and  selling.  The  Senate 
added  “or  other  dealer.”  I  cannot  see 
that  there  is  any  objection  to  that. 

The  last  amendment  provides  simply 
that  there  shall  be  added  the  words  “to 
be  entitled  to  relief  under  this  section  a 
buyer  must  assert  as  an  affirmative  de¬ 
fense  and  establish  by  a  preponderance 
of  the  evidence  the  facts  necessary  to 
entitle  him  to  such  relief.” 

It  has  been  the  position  of  the  House 
committee  that  that  was  already  in  the 
bill,  and  that  is  substantiated  by  the 
opinion  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  on  the  Senate  amendments,  in 
which  the  Solicitor  says: 

The  last  sentence  is  included  because  a 
question  was  raised  during  the  debate.  We 
believe,  however,  that  this  adds  nothing  new 
to  the  bill  but  would  simply  reaffirm  what 
the  bill  already  requires. 

So  as  I  see  it,  we  have  merely  spelled 
It  out  in  a  little  more  detail. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  amendments  are 
merely  clarifying? 


Mr.  POAGE.  Merely  clarifying  ;>yes. 
Mr.  HOPE.  I  withdraw  my  reserva¬ 
tion  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore. /Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection./ 

The  Senate  amendments  were  con¬ 
curred  in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider 
was  laid  on  the  table.  / 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1956 

Mr.  O’NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  241  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

/ 

Resolved,  That  during  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6042)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Defense  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  all  points  of  order  against  the  bill  are 
hereby  waived. 

Mr.  O’NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Allen],  and  now  yield  myself  as 
much  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  House  Resolution  241  which  will 
make  in  order  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6042)  making  appropriations 
for  the  Department  of  Defense  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  for 
other  purposes.  One  of  the  basic  princi¬ 
ples  of  parliamentary  procedure  is  that 
general  legislation  should  not  be  written 
in  an  appropriation  bill. 

House  Resolution  241  would  grant  a 
rule,  waiving  points  of  order  against  the 
bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  report  on  this  bill 
indicates  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  made  a  very  thorough  study  of  the 
military  budget  which  was  submitted  to 
Congress  by  the  President  on  January 
17.  Hearings  were  conducted  for  about 
3  months  by  the  15-man  Department  of 
Defense  Subcommittee  and  4  weeks  of 
hearings  were  held  by  the  entire  sub¬ 
committee  on  the  overall  requirements 
pf  the  Department  of  Defense.  During 
these  hearings  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force^  as  well  as  the  Commandant  of  the 
Marine^  were  heard  on  this  subject. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  in  H.  R. 
6042  recommends  that  $31,488,206,000  be 
appropriated  by  the  Congress  for  the 
expenditures,  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  for  fiscal  year  1956.  This  amount 
is  $744,609,000  less  than  was  asked  for 
in  the  budget  estimates  for  1956.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  $2,688,^35,514  more  than  was 
appropriated  in  1955.  Evidence  shows 
that  the  Joint  Chief s^f  Staff  concur  with 
reluctance.  \ 

The  Committee  on  Rules  waived  points 
or  order  against  the  bill  to  take  care  of 
the  situation  such  as  arises  on  page  4  of 
the  bill  in  the  section  which  is  entitled 
“Reserve  Tools  and  Facilities.”  This 
section  would  permit  the  purchase  of 
specialized  long-lead-time  tools  for  mo¬ 
bilization  reserve  purposes.  Certain  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  appropriation  paragraph 
dealing  with  transfers  between  appro¬ 
priations  and  clearing  such  transfers 
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with  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  would 
technically  be  subject  to  points  of  order. 
However,  this  is  a  very  necessary  item 
in  the  bill  and  the  provision  should  not 
be  jeopardized. 

Also,  it  is  understood  that  the  amounts 
in  the  bill  for  reserve  construction  will 
sometime  during  fiscal  year  1956  exceed 
monetary  authorizations.  A  bill  author¬ 
izing  additional  construction  passed  the 
House  on  April  27,  and  is  now  pending  in 
the  Senate.  Under  the  rules,  any  amount 
in  the  bill  in  excess  of  the,  remaining 
available  authority  would  be  subject  to  a 
point  of  order.  However,  it  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  there  is  no  controversy  on 
this  matter. 

The  principal  reason  for  the  rule,  how¬ 
ever,  is  that  there  are  rescissions  in  the 
bill  totaling  $1,649,000,000  which  under 
the  Rules  of  the  House  are  subject  to 
points  of  order. 

On  page  12  of  the  bill,  line  3  reads 
“the  amount  available  in  the  Army  stock 
fund  is  hereby  reduced  by  $700  million, 
such  sum  to  be  covered  into  the  Treas¬ 
ury  immediately  upon  approval  of  this 
act.”  This  represents  a  rescission  in  the 
amount  that  had  been  previously  made 
available  to  the  Department. 

On  page  23,  line  2  of  the  bill,  another 
rescission  is  made  whereby  the  Navy 
stock  fund  is  reduced  $429  million;  the 
Marine  Corps  stock  fund  is  reduced  $25 
million,  and  the  Navy  industrial  fund  is 
reduced  $40  million. 

On  page  29,  line  23  of  the  bill  another 


amount  of  this  bill  is  $31,400,000,00 
and  we  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  win 
we  gave  an  open  rule,  did  not  deternyi 
the  time  of  debate.  That  is  left  tool 
Committee  on  Appropriations.  / 

It  is  my  hope  that  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  will  agree  on  at/least  4 
hours,  because  so  much  money  is  in¬ 
volved.  / 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the/remainder 
of  my  time.  / 

Mr.  O’NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Williams!.  / 


/ - 

CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  qi  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  yesterday,  on  rollcall  No.  55, 
I  am  listed  as  abseht,  when  in  truth  and 
in  fact  I  was  present  and  answered  to 
.my  name  when  called.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  perma¬ 
nent  Record  be  corrected  accordingly. 

Hie  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 


Y 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  APPRO - 
/  PRIATION  BILL,  1956 

Mr.  O'NEILL,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no 
further  requests  for  time,  and  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


rescission  is  made  whereby  the  amount 
available  in  the  Air  Force  stock  fund 
is  reduced  by  $300  million,  and  on  page 
30,  line  2,  the  amount  available  in  the 
Air  Force  industrial  fund  is  reduced  by 
$155  million. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  several  other 
sections  in  this  bill  which  made  this 
waiver  of  points  of  order  desirable. 
Most  of  these  sections  are  administrative 
in  nature  and  in  the  interest  of  greater 
economy  and  efficiency.  I  hope  that  the 
House  membership  will  adopt  the  rule 
and  that  the  bill  itself  will  receive  the 
serious  and  careful  consideration  of  this  ! 
body.  We  all  know  that  the  defense  j 
budget  is  vitally  important  in  safeguard-  ; 
ing  the  United  States  against  all  [ 
enemies.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  great 
Committee  on  Appropriations  has  at-  j 
tempted  to  give  us  the  program  that  the  j 
country  needs.  There  are  undoubtedly 
differences  of  opinion  as  to  just  what 
percentages  of  the  total  expenditures 
should  be  spent  on  specific  items,  but 
despite  this  understandable  situation  we 
all  agree  on  the  fundamental  principle 
that  the  defenses  of  our  country  must 
be  maintained  at  the  highest  possible 
level.  I  hope  that  the  rule  will  pass  and 
that  the  debate  will  then  commence  on 
this  all-important  bill. 

MT.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
as /always,  the  able  gentleman  from  ! 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  O’Neill]  has  ex-  ' 
plained  the  rule  and  the  provisions  of 
the  bill  itself.  As  the  gentleman  men¬ 
tioned,  we  have  waived  points  of  order 
on  this  bill.  The  Members,  by  referring 
to  the  report,  pages  54  and  55,  can  see 
the  reason  why  we  have  waived  points 
of  order.  There  is  considerable  legisla¬ 
tion  on  this  appropriation  bill.  The 


STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE 
FORCES 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  the  resolution  (H.  Res.  227)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  Into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5297)  to  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the 
Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes. 
After  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined 
to  the  bill,  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed 
4  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 
by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one 
motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen]. 

I  now  yield  myself  such  time  'as  I 
may  consume. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule  makes  in  order 
the  so-called  Reserve  manpower  bill. 
The  rule  provides  for  4  hours  of  general 
debate.  It  is  an  open  rule  with  full  op¬ 
portunity  for  amendments. 

With  reference  to  the  bill  itself,  I  think 
there  has  been  a  very  widespread  mis¬ 
apprehension  as  to  what  this  bill  actual- 
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ly  is  or  what  it  does.  It  has  been  con¬ 
fused  with  the  discussions  we  have  had 
here  over  the  years  in  regard  to  universal 
military  training.  It  is  regarded  in 
many  quarters  as  a  UMT  bill,  which  it 
is  not  at  all.  I  hope  when  we  go  into  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  the  House  will 
understand  that,  because  I  know  all  of 
you,  like  myself,  have  received  a  great 
deal  of  correspondence  in  opposition  to 
the  bill  from  people  who  apparently  were 
not  advised  or  who  were  ill-advised  and 
did  not  know  what  the  bill  contained. 

I  just  wanted  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  state  to  you  what  the  bill  does  and 
what  it  contains.  We  heard  it  very  fully 
up  in  the  Rules  Committee  because  of 
the  widespread  opposition  that  many  of 
us  had  received  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  a  UMT  bill. 

Here  is  what  this  bill  does,  it  provides 
for  a  reserve  force;  it  provides  for  6 
months’  training.  I  think  it  should  be 
understood  from  the  beginning  that 
there  is  not  one  iota  of  compulsion  in 
this  bill  on  any  person  who  is  subject 
to  the  draft.  Let  us  understand  that 
clearly. 

Here  is  what  it  does:  A  boy  who  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  draft  between  the  ages  of  17 
and  19  if  he  elects,  and  only  if  he  so 
elects,  may  volunteer  for  the  Reserves. 
If  he  volunteers  he  is  then  obligated  to 
a  6  months’  training  period.  When 
he  completes  his  6  months’  training 
period  he  can  go  on  back  to  school,  he  can 
complete  his  education,  he  is  relieved 
from  further  training  except  of  course 
in  the  event  of  a  national  emergency,  in 
which  case  all  Reserves  would  be  called. 
He  is  relieved  from  any  further  training 
and  his  only  obligation  then  is  to  attend 
certain  drills.  He  can  either  attend 
drills  in  the  place  that  is  most  convenient 
for  him  or  he  can  go  to  camp  for  2  weeks 
in  each  year  and  remain  in  the  Reserves 
for  the  remaining  7  Vi  years.  He  would 
have  been  in  the  Reserves  for  6  years  if 
he  had  taken  2  years’  training  under  the 
draft  law. 

It  does  not  change  the  law  as  to  the 
length  of  time  the  man  remains  in  the 
Reserves.  The  only  change  is  that  he 
is  given  this  opportunity  to  volunteer 
and  take  6  months  of  training  instead  of 
being  drafted  for  2  years’  service. 

The  advantage  of  it  to  the  individual 
is  that  by  taking  this  voluntary  6  months’ 
training  and  going  into  the  Reserves  he 
could  go  into  training  at  the  beginning 
of  his  vacation,  which  would  be  3 
months,  and  it  would  mean  that  he 
would  only  lose  3  months  out  of  his  col¬ 
lege  training. 

But  he  does  not  have  to  do  any  of  it. 
Just  let  it  be  clearly  understood.  In¬ 
stead  he  would  be  subject  to  the  draft 
and  subject  to  service.  He  does  not  have 
to  do  anything;  he  does  not  have  to  go 
into  the  program  at  all  if  he  does  not 
want  to.  The  only  obligation  upon  him 
is  that  if  he  voluntarily  accepts  the  pro¬ 
gram  then  he  has  to  comply  with  its 
requirements. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a 
question? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Am  I 
to  understand  that  this  bill  provides  for 
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6  months’  training  but  that  the  training 
period  can  be  broken  up  3  months  this 
summer  and  3  months  later? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  No,  the  boy 
must  take  6  months’  continuous  train¬ 
ing.  The  reason  is  perfectly  obvious. 
We  have  got  to  have  this  Reserve  and 
we  have  got  to  have  some  trained  people 
in  it.  We  all  know  about  that.  I  think 
the  committee  has  done  a  mighty  fine 
job  on  this  bill  because  the  boy  can  get 
through  in  6  months  of  active  service 
instead  of  2  years.  But  to  split  it  up  into 
one  period  of  90  days  this  year  and  an¬ 
other  period  of  90  days  next  year  is  going 
a  little  too  far;  he  would  not  get  con¬ 
certed  intensive  training  during  his 
whole  program. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  AT, BERT.  There  is  some  propa¬ 
ganda  going  about  that  this  is  a  form  of 
universal  compulsory  service.  We  know, 
however,  that  that  is  a  misguided  opin¬ 
ion. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  stated  in 
the  beginning — perhaps  the  gentleman 
was  not  here — that  this  bill  had  abso¬ 
lutely  no  connection  whatsoever  with 
universal  military  training.  The  boy,  if 
he  wishes,  goes  into  this  program  volun¬ 
tarily  rather  than  take  a  chance  with 
the  draft. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  cannot  conceive  any 
closer  step  to  universal  military  training. 
All  one  would  have  to  do  in  this  bill  is  to 
change  the  word  "may”  to  "shall,”  and 
you  would  have  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  wish  the 
gentleman,  who  is  a  very  careful  Member 
of  this  House  and  studies  legislation  very 
carefully,  I  wish  he  would  study  this  bill. 
I  had  misapprehensions  about  it  myself 
In  the  beginning  until  I  sat  down  one 
evening,  studied  it,  read  it,  and  analyzed 
it.  If  the  gentleman  will  do  that  I  think 
he  will  see  my  viewpoint. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Can  the  Pentagon 
call  a  man  with  this  6  months’  training 
any  time  they  get  ready,  or  does  there 
have  to  be  a  national  emergency? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  They  cannot 
call  him  out  if  he  complies  with  his  con¬ 
tract.  Understand,  again,  he  can  forget 
this  bill  was  ever  enacted,  and  they  can¬ 
not  do  anything  to  him  about  it  unless 
he  voluntarily  comes  in  and  says,  "I  want 
to  take  the  6  months’  training  rather 
than  take  my  chances  tin  the  draft.”  If 
he  does  volunteer,  then  he  submits  him¬ 
self  to  certain  obligations.  He  has  to 
attend  drills,  or  he  has  to  take  2  weeks’ 
training  every  year. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  I  have  received  let¬ 
ters  from  young  men  who  state  they 
could  not  accept  a  permanent  job  for 
8  years  if  they  took  that  course  of 
training. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  They  are 
wrong.  ~ 


Mr.  VINSON.  To  answer  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina,  after  he  comes 
in  the  Reserves  he  cannot  be  called  un¬ 
less  the  President  declares  an  emergency, 
or  unless  the  Congress  declares  an  emer¬ 
gency. 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Nebraska.  Is  the 
Reserve  requirement  the  same  for  the 
boy  who  has  voluntarily  enlisted  for  the 
6  months  as  those  for  the  boy  who  has 
been  drafted  for  a  period  of  2  years? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  There  is  no 
difference  in  the  obligation  of  the  re¬ 
servist  under  this  bill  and  under  existing 
law.  The  boy  who  voluntarily  accepts 
this  program  of  only  6  months’  training 
must  carry  out  the  training  provisions 
of  this  bill  throughout  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Reserves.  He  could  either  at¬ 
tend  a  drill  periodically  or  he  would  take 
1  month’s  training  during  the  year. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  obligation  to  per¬ 
form  Reserve  training  is  identically  the 
same  for  the  6  months  as  for  the  draftee. 

Mr.  BAKER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  BAKER.  After  the  6  months’  pe¬ 
riod,  the  gentleman  refers  to  periodic 
drill  periods  of  30  days  a  year.  What 
are  the  periodic  drill  periods — of  what 
duration? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Those  drills 
are  48  drills  a  year. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  did  not  understand 
the  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is,  What  are  the  drill  periods  he 
must  take  when  he  goes  back  into  the 
Reserve  after  the  6  months’  training? 

Mr.  VINSON.  They  are  required  to 
take  48  drills  a  year.  If  he  does  not 
take  the  48  drills  then,  he  is  required  to 
take  2  weeks  of  training  when  they  are 
called  together  in  the  summertime.  If 
he  does  not  take  that,  he  is  required  to 
take  a  30-day  training.  As  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  stated,  there  is  not  a 
single  line  of  compulsion  in  this  bill, 
there  is  no  UMT,  there  is  no  effort  to  get 
the  camel’s  nose  under  the  tent.  This  is 
to  build  up  a  virile,  effective  Reserve 
which  ultimately  will  save  the  Govern¬ 
ment  money  because  it  costs  $5,000  a 
year  to  maintain  a  man  in  the  active 
force.  If  he  is  in  the  Reserve  it  will  only 
cost  $1,000.  The  whole  purpose  will  be 
ultimately  to  reduce  the  armed  strength. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  KEAN.  The  thing  that  bothers 
me  about  this  is  the  man  who  has  already 
served  his  2  years.  Today  the  man  who 
serves  his  2  years,  though  he  is  still  in 
the  Reserve,  has  no  obligation  to  go  to 
drills  or  he  does  not  go  to  drills  now, 
he  does  not  go  to  summer  camp. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  He  still 
has  the  obligation.  The  obligation  is 
not  changed. 

Mr.  KEAN.  But  he  does  not  go  now. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  There 
are  600,000  who  do  go.  The  trouble  is 
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some  of  them  do  not.  This  will  provide 
the  procedure  for  the  carrying  out  of 
the  obligation. 

Mr.  KEAN.  This  would  require  a 
man  to  attend  drills  or  else  go  to  camp 
if  he  has  had  2  years? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  obli¬ 
gation  is  still  there.  It  is  not  changed 
one  bit. 

Mr.  KEAN.  But  today  most  of  them 
do  not. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  cost  of  those  that 
go  today,  in  the  very  next  bill  that  is 
coming  up,  is  over  $700  million.  That  is 
how  much  the  present  program  is  cost¬ 
ing.  They  do  go;  they  do  participate, 
and  they  will  participate  in  the  future 
under  this  bill  just  like  they  are  doing 
today. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  so  that  I  can  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  a  question? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  now  saying  that  they  can  train 
a  combat-ready  soldier  in  6  months? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course,  he  never 
gets  trained  as  perfectly  as  they  would 
like  to  have  him,  but  nevertheless  6 
months  is  far  better  than  no  training  at 
all. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Well,  then,  why  2  years 
under  Selective  Service? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Because  he  is  on  active 
duty.  It  is  active  duty. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes,  but  we  have  been 
told  in  the  past  that  it  requires  2  years 
to  train  a  combat-ready  soldier. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  we  have  never 
told  that  that  I  know  of.  Two  years  is 
active  service.  I  am  very  much  im¬ 
pressed  with  what  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  said  to  the  learned  gentleman 
from  Iowa,  for  there  is  no  more  diligent 
Member  of  the  House  than  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  But  I  trust  that  be¬ 
tween  now  and  the  time  we  will  call  up 
this  bill  you  will  examine  every  phase 
of  this  bill,  examine  tire  report,  and  I 
am  satisfied  you  will  reach  the  same 
conclusion  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  did  when  we  first  submitted  the 
bill  to  him.  There  were  some  reserva¬ 
tions  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many  Mem¬ 
bers,  but  after  you  analyze  it  and  see 
what  we  are  trying  to  do,  I  am  satisfied 
that  your  conscience  will  tell  you  that 
that  is  the  proper  procedure. 

Mr.  GROSS.  On  the  contrary,  I  am 
satisfied  that  my  conscience  will  not 
be  changed  a  bit. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  has  explained  the  rule,  but,  if  I 
may,  I  want  to  make  a  few  observations 
in  regard  to  the  training  bill  itself.  First 
of  all,  I  want  to  congratulate  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  leadership  in  not  rushing  this 
measure  through  the  House.  I  might 
say  here  that  I  think  the  rule  will  be 
adopted  today.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  this  bill  itself  will  not  come  up 
until  next  Tuesday.  That  will  give  the 
membership  the  opportunity  of  studying 
the  hearings.  Extensive  hearings  were 
had  before  the  Committee  on  A.rmed 
Services. 
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Now,  as  one  who  has  always  opposed 
universal  military  training,  I  am  frank 
to  confess  that  this  bill  had  many  com¬ 
plications  and  that  it  has  many  features 
which  still  bother  me.  But,  nevertheless, 
when  the  President  of  the  United  States 
comes  out  for  it,  when  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  and  all  the  high  military  favor 
it,  when  my  good  friends  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services,  the  chairman, 
Mr.  Vinson,  and  I  believe  the  great  ma¬ 
jority  of  that  committee  favor  it,  that 
has  been  the  chief  reason  why  I  am  en¬ 
dorsing  this  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  the  gentleman  say¬ 
ing  that  the  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  committee  is  in  favor  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  It  is  my  best 
judgment  that  he  will  support  this  bill, 
but  that  is  for  him  to  say. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Like  my  colleague  from 
Illinois,  I,  too,  in  the  past,  over  many, 
many  years,  have  violently  opposed  the 
enactment  of  any  universal  military  or 
compulsory  military  training  bill,  so- 
called.  But,  in  this  bill,  after  lengthy 
hearings  before  our  committee  and  time 
spent  and  the  action  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  I  am  convinced  in  my  own  mind 
that  we  are  on  the  right  track  to  see 
if  we  cannot  get  an  effective  reserve  with¬ 
out  compulsory  training  in  any  manner, 
shape,  or  form. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  As  I  get 
the  gentleman’s  remarks,  he  thinks  that 
the  military  will  not  later  on  use  this 
as  a  foundation  to  give  us  UMT. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Hlinois.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  that  has  entered  my 
mind,  and  I  hope  that  that  is  not  true, 
although  I  have  thought  about  it  the 
same  as  the  gentleman.  I  hope  that  this 
is  not  a  forerunner  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur¬ 
ther? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  In 
reaching  that  conclusion,  has  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  mind  our  experience  with  the 
military  unification  bill  that  we  passed 
in  1947-48,  requiring  the  armed  services 
to  unify  their  efforts  in  purchasing  mat¬ 
ters  of  that  kind;  on  which  we  are  now 
holding  hearings  in  the  room  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means?  It  has 
beeen  demonstrated  that  they  have  paid 
no  attention  whatsoever  to  the  legisla¬ 
tion  passed  by  Congress.  Has  the  gen¬ 
tleman  kept  that  in  mind? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  am  aware 
of  that,  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan. 

In  addition  to  that,  the  reason  I  am  for 
this  measure  is  that  this  is  strictly  on  a 
volunteer  basis,  whereas,  UMT  had  a 
compulsory  feature.  Under  existing  law, 
as  we  know,  they  can  draft  our  young 


men,  if  they  wish  to  use  the  provisions 
of  the  existing  law.  But  this  is  strictly 
a  volunteer  measure. 

In  addition  to  that,  I  would  say  this  is 
a  compromise.  It  is  a  compromise  we 
might  say  in  the  military  themselves, 
because  they  feel  that  a  UMT  law  could 
not  be  enacted.  So  they  have  come  to 
Congress  with  a  compromise. 

I  was  hoping,  after  we  had  passed  the 
incentive-military-pay-raise  bill  that 
that  would  be  sufficient  to  persuade  them 
to  remain  in  the  service  by  reenlisting.  I 
remember  the  words  spoken  by  my  good 
friend  from  Georgia  in  regard  to  that. 
I  was  hoping  we  would  have  additional 
reenlistments  and  additional  volunteers. 
Perhaps  there  has  not  been  sufficient 
time. 

I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  fact,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  United  States  is  not 
going  to  be  the  aggressor  in  any  way. 
If  someone  does  commit  an  act  of  ag¬ 
gression  against  our  country,  I  feel  that 
our  chief  salvation  rests  in  immediate 
retaliation. 

Also  I  am  aware  that  should  some  6  or 
8  men  in  the  Kremlin  decide  to  commit 
an  act  of  aggression  against  this  coun¬ 
try,  that  many  big  bombers  would  get 
through  and  cause  devastation  to  many 
of  our  cities.  As  most  of  the  Members 
know,  our  fighter  planes  cannot  go  up 
into  the  air  as  much  as  35,000  or  40,000 
feet  to  bring  down  these  bombers.  They 
cannot  fly  that  high.  It  means  that 
some  of  these  bombers  are  going  to  get 
through. 

What  does  that  mean?  It  means  that 
a  city  like  Chicago,  for  instance,  might 
find  itself  with  300,000  or  400,000  peo¬ 
ple  injured  or  killed.  They  might  find 
their  hospitals  completely  destroyed. 
There  would  be  no  law  and  order.  The 
local  protective  agencies,  the  police, 
could  not  take  care  of  the  situation. 
Hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  would 
be  rushing  out  of  the  city  to  get  into  the 
country.  What  I  have  in  mind  is  that 
when  such  a  catastrophe  occurs,  these 
young  men,  who  would  not  be  trained 
sufficiently  in  modem  war  tactics  to  be 
able  to  be  used  for  purposes  of  retalia¬ 
tion,  could  be  used  within  the  reserve,  to 
go  into  such  cities  or  such  areas  and 
stop  the  plundering  and  the  looting  and 
so  forth.  I  think  that  is  one  of  the  pur¬ 
poses,  one  of  the  main  purposes  of  hav¬ 
ing  such  a  reserve;  not  to  send  the  boys 
over  there  for  purposes  of  retaliation, 
under  conditions  of  modern  warfare,  be¬ 
cause  they  would  not  be  trained  for  that, 
but  to  send  them  into  these  areas  which 
would  be  in  partial  ruin  as  a  result  of, 
perhaps,  an  atomic-bomb  attack. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
me  what  foreign  countries  levy  upon 
their  manpower  for  7y2  years  in  the  Re¬ 
serves? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  cannot  an¬ 
swer  that  question.  I  am  frank  to  con¬ 
fess  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
me  whether  in  his  opinion  this  legisla¬ 
tion  will  discriminate  against  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard?  What  effect  will  it  have 
upon  the  National  Guard? 
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Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  representatives  sat  through 
all  the  hearings  and  were  satisfied  with 
it  when  the  hearings  were  over-  If  it 
discriminates  against  them,  they  cer¬ 
tainly  do  not  believe  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman  say 
the  National  Guard  will  find  very  much 
potential  manpower  available  to  it  if  the 
men  go  in  for  6  months  under  this  pro¬ 
posal  and  discharge  their  obligation  then 
by  going  into  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  will  actually  get  50  percent 
of  the  first  increment  of  100,000  men 
trained  under  the  6-months  program. 
They  will  get  one-half  of  the  first  100,000. 

Mr.  GROSS.  On  what  basis? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  On  the 
basis  of  dividing.  Actually,  on  the  basis 
of  100,000,  there  will  be  99,000  trained 
for  the  Army,  and  half  of  the  99,000  will 
be  given  to  the  National  Guard  and  the 
other  half  to  the  Army  Reserves.  One 
thousand  will  be  given  to  the  Marine 
Corps. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  does  the  gentle¬ 
man  mean  by  “given  to  the  National 
Guard”? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They  will 
be  assigned  to  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Then  this  is  not  volun¬ 
tary? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They  can 
enlist  in  the  Guard  and  take  the  6 
months’  training  and  go  right  back  in  the 
Guard. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thought  the  gentle¬ 
man  said  this  was  a  voluntary  proposi¬ 
tion. 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  and  I 
both  have  agricultural  districts.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  think  this  discrim¬ 
inates  against  the  youths  on  the  farm. 
If  they  live  30  or  40  miles  from  a  Re¬ 
serve  training  center  where  they  must  go 
once  a  week?  Does  not  the  gentleman 
think  that  would  discriminate  against 
the  youths  on  the  farms? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  would  say 
that  would  enter  into  it.  If  they  live 
40  miles  from  a  training  center  it  would 
be  more  difficult  for  them  to  take  the 
training  than  for  someone  living  near 
the  training  center. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Who  is  going  to  bear  the 
expense  of  traveling  the  80  miles  round 
trip? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  would  say 
the  gentleman  has  a  good  point  there. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  one  point  in  the  bill.  If 
there  is  not  a  drill  place  in  convenient 
proximity  to  the  reservist,  provision  is 
made  for  him  to  take  a  certain  amount 
of  correspondence  courses,  and  there  are 
other  means  by  which  that  inconvenience 
is  alleviated. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross],  in  the 
first  place,  please  remember  that  that 
farm  boy  does  not  have  to  take  the  6 
months’  training.  If  he  wants  to  take 
his  chances  with  the  draft,  and  the  ratio 
they  are  now  being  drafted  is  1  out  of  9, 
if  he  is  qualified  mentally  and  physically 
he  can  just  take  his  chances  with  the 
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draft  and  stay  away  from  that  6  months 
business. 

Mr.  GROSS.  There  could  not  be  more 
100  percent  discrimination  than  that, 
could  there? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  He  can  just  take  the 
draft,  that  is  all.  We  have  the  draft 
law.  He  can  just  take  that. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Did  the  Rules 
Committee  ask  anything  about  the  draft? 
Does  this  do  away  for  the  next  couple  of 
years  with  the  draft  law  we  passed? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Did  the  gen¬ 
tleman  say,  Did  the  Rules  Committee 
consider  doing  away  with  the  draft  law? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Did  that  matter 
come  up  before  the  committee? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  do  not  think 
so. 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  O’NEILL.  May  I  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts?  The  purpose  of  the  draft  is  to 
maintain  a  standing  army.  There  is  no 
intention  of  doing  away  with  the  draft. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
true.  The  6  months  is  merely  a  training 
period.  The  draft  provides  for  training 
and  service.  The  draft  is  largely  service. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Assuming  without 
conceding  that  there  is  no  compulsion  in 
this  measure,  is  the  gentleman  convinced 
that  this  will  not  be  an  opening  wedge 
to  compulsion,  to  universal  military 
training? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  hope  not, 
but  I  cannot  answer  the  gentleman’s 
question. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  New  York. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  A  great  deal  has 
been  made  of  the  choice  the  reservists 
will  be  given  on  this.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  are  only  given  a  choice  between 
the  Army  and  the  Army.  Is  that  correct? 

Mi-.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  So  that  he  can¬ 
not  serve  in  any  other  branch  of  the 
service. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  This  adds  an 
additional  choice.  This  gives  him  a 
choice,  where  the  other  way  he  has  no 
choice. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Well,  he  still  has 
very  little  choice  as  to  going  into  the 
Army.  This  way  he  is  tied  up  here  for 
7  years. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  The  other 
way  he  has  no  choice.  Under  existing 
law,  he  has  a  choice,  whether  he  wants 
to  go  in  under  existing  law  or  for 
6  months  and  then  go  in  the  Reserves. 
This  gives  him  a  choice  which  the  other 
did  not  give  him. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Why  is  it  the 
Navy  and  the  Air  Force  have  no  use,  if 


I  understand  correctly,  for  this  Reserve 
proposition? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  In  regard  to 
that,  may  I  say  I  have  heard  the  same 
thing  that  the  gentlewoman  mentions, 
but  I  have  no  definite  statement  from 
the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy  saying  that 
they  were  opposed  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
woman  kindly  repeat  her  question?  I 
believe  I  may  be  able  to  enlighten  her. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  The  question  I 
asked  was.  Why  was  the  Air  Force  and 
the  Navy,  as  I  understand  it,  opposed 
or  certainly  uninterested  in  this  Reserve 
plan? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  might  say  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  New  York  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy  were  not  opposed 
to  this  plan.  They  do  not  contemplate 
using  it  at  the  present  time,  but  they 
were  in  favor  of  having  it  in  the  law 
so,  in  the  event  it  became  necessary, 
they  could  use  it. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  They  do  believe 
that  they  could  use  it,  in  other  words? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  There  is  a  possi¬ 
bility  in  the  future  they  might  have 
to  use  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  might 
say  further  in  that  connection,  to  the 
gentlewoman  who  just  made  the  inquiry, 
that  there  is  a  provision  in  the  bill  to 
recognize  the  program  of  the  Air  Force 
for  long-term  enlistments,  which  the 
Navy  requires  also.  They  are  vitally 
concerned  that  that  long-term  voluntary 
enlistment  be  authorized  under  the  law. 
They  are  in  favor  of  this  bill. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  That  is  still  a 
different  proposition  from  what  they 
would  be  getting  under  the  reserve  bill. 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Nebraska.  We 
have  just  extended  the  Selective  Service 
Act  for  a  period  of  3  or  4  years.  Does 
this  have  a  termination  date  and  will 
its  status  be  different  should  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  not  be  extended  after 
that  period  of  time? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is 
terminable.  It  ends  in  4  years.  That  is 
a  very  important  question  and  a  very 
important  thing  to  know — that  this  ter¬ 
minates  at  the  end  of  4  years. 

Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McVEY.  Is  there  a  limitation  to 
the  number  of  young  men  who  may  join 
the  Reserves? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  fig¬ 
ure  is  250,000. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  That  is  250,- 
000  in  1  year. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is 
250,000  per  year.  There  is  a  floor  of 
100,000  and  a  ceiling  of  250,000. 

Mr.  McVEY.  How  do  they  determine 
which  young  men  will  be  accepted? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  This  is  strict¬ 
ly  on  a  volunteer  basis. 
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Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is  on  a 
first  come,  first  served  basis. 

Mr.  McVEY.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  As  I 
understand  it,  you  have  always  been 
against  universal  military  training. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  And  so 
has  our  whip,  the  very  distinguished 
gentleman  from  your  State.  Now  what 
influence,  if  any,  does  the  fact  that  we 
have  a  Republican  President  have  to  do 
with  the  change  of  mind? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Under  the 
other - - 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  If  any, 
I  said — if  any. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  During  the 
time  when  I  was  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  I  think  I  had  considera¬ 
ble  to  do  with  holding  up  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  I  held  that  bill  up  in  the 
Committee  on  Rules  because  it  was  strict¬ 
ly  compulsory.  This  is  on  a  voluntary 
basis.  They  could  force  anyone  in 
under  the  original  UMT  Act.  Under 
this,  they  have  the  right  and  the  choice 
to  go  in.  Under  existing  law,  they  do 
not  have  a  choice.  This  is  a  strictly 
volunteer  proposition  and  it  would  put 
them  under  no  compulsion.  This  is  vol¬ 
unteer  and  they  have  a  choice. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield  fur¬ 
ther? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  we  could  not  compel  or 
induce  the  military  to  go  along  with  us 
on  the  expenditure  of  dollars,  what  rea¬ 
son  have  you  to  believe  they  will  go  along 
with  us  on  the  drafting  of  young  men? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  will  say  that 
I  have  confidence  in  them.  I  think  most 
of  us  must  rely  on  their  judgment.  It 
is  easy  to  sit  back  and  just  say,  “No,  no, 

I  am  against — .”  But  maybe  it  would 
be  well  for  some  of  us  to  bring  forth  their 
plan  of  security.  Maybe  it  would  be  well 
for  someone  here  during  the  debate,  who 
is  opposed  to  this,  to  bring  their  plan  for¬ 
ward  and  say  how  they  would  plan  for 
the  security  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  would 
give  you  my  plan  and  say  that  we  should 
get  out  of  some  of  these  foreign  entan¬ 
glements. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  must  yield 
to  the  other  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  a  point  of  order.  We 
ought  to  have  a  quorum.  I  make  a  point 
of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  withhold  that  point  of  order? 

Mi-.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  with¬ 
hold  it. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 
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COIvitMITTEE  ON  MERCHANT  MA¬ 
RINE  AND  FISHERIES 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  Sqnsent  that  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  may- 
sit  this  afternoon  during  general  debate. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 


May  11 


Mollohan 

Morano 

Nelson 

Norblad 

Preston 

Prouty 

Reed,  Ill. 


Reed,  N.  Y. 

Reuss 

Rlehlman 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Steed 

Vursell 


Walter 

Westland 

Wolverton 

Young 

Zelenko 


CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll- 
call  No.  55,  on  page  5037  of  ttib  Record 
yesterday,  I  am  shown  as  not  present. 
I  was  present,  and  I  ask  unanimouS.,con- 
sent,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  permanent 
Record  be  corrected  accordingly.  \ 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  ther\ 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  On  this 
rollcall  385  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  APPRO¬ 
PRIATION  BILL,  1956 
Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Tne  SPiUA-tun-tt  pro  tempore,  u  urao.  .  ,,  ... 

objection  to  the  reouett  of  the  eentlA?“ 

man  from  North  Carolina? 


There  was  no  objection. 

STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE 
FORCES 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Let  me  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman] 
emphatically  that  I  am  opposed  to  com¬ 
pulsory  military  training,  yesterday,  to¬ 
day,  and  tomorrow.  I  would  be,  even  if 
the  Speaker  or  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  were  President.  But  I  do  not 
call  this  bill  universal  military  training. 
I  have  told  my  boys,  “Go  ahead  and  take 
your  chance  with  the  draft,  or  if  you 
prefer,  go  in  for  6  or  7  months.  That  is 
your  business.” 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Will  you 
say  that  this  legislation  will  stay  this 
way;  that  it  will  not  be  amended? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Of 
course  not. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  They  may  be  asking, 
but  I  will  still  be  here. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  A  little 
bit  more;  relax  and  enjoy  it.  That  is 
the  attitude. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  probably  this  is  a  good  time  for 
me  to  yield  the  floor. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  will  count.  [After  counting.] 
Evidently  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names; 

[Roll  No.  58] 

Aspinall  Buckley  Fallon 

Avery  //  Canfield  Gamble 

Barrett  /  Celler  Green,  Oreg. 

Bass,  N.  H.  /  Chatham  Herlong 

Baumhart  Coudert  Heselton 

Belcher,  Okla.  Dingell  Holifleld 

Boland,  Mass.  Dondero  Jackson 

Bolton,  Durham  King,  Calif. 

Oliver  P.  Eberharter  McDowell 


The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Gross)  there 
werq — ayes  166,  noes  12. 

So  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  mbtion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  tablf 

PERSONAL  ANNOUNCEMENT  / 

(Mr.  SHORT\sked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address,  the  House  for  Vinin- 
ute.) 

Mr.  SHORT.  MrXspeaker,^  merely 
want  to  say  that  thei>e  is  no  question 
which  has  disturbed  me  more  than  the 
one  which  we  will  take  up^ext  Tuesday. 
I  have  to  fly  out  to  Mis^dufsL  but  I  will 
be  back  Monday.  No  one  c&p  tell  you 
I  am  for  this  bill,  or  what  my  position  is. 
I  will  be  here  next  .  Tuesday  and  make 
my  position  unmistakably  clear. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  tipie 
of  the  gentleman  has  expired. 

* - 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS,  1956 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of/the  bill  (H.  R.  6042)  making  appro¬ 
bations  for  the  Department  of  Defense 
Tor  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1956, 
and  for  other  purposes;  pending  that 
motion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to 
make  some  arrangement  as  to  the  time 
with  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Wigglesworth]  and  I  suggest,  if 
I  may,  that  we  agree  to  equally  divide 
the  time  and  proceed  for  the  time  being, 
and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be 
so  ordered. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  That  is 
agreeable,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  6042,  with 
Mr.  Keoch  in  the  chair. 


The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  MAHON.  Mr.  Chairman,  V^ield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  requir 

Mr.  Chairman,  following  thsr  tumult 
of  yesterday,  we  come  to  this  present 
quiet  moment  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Defense  for  the  forth¬ 
coming  fiscal  year. 

Just  prior  to  the  orforum  call  there 
was  considerable  disjzussion,  which  was 
not  without  some  Keat,  on  whether  or 
not  the  manpower'  bill  which  is  sched¬ 
uled  for  consideration  next  week,  was 
actually  compulsory  or  voluntary.  We 
will  make  that  determination  next  week. 
The  pending  appropriation  bill  for  $31,- 
488,000,000  is  strictly  compulsory.  It  is 
strictly  pot  voluntary.  We  are  going  to 
have  to  pay  that  bill.  The  money  will 
be  eventually  withdrawn  from  the  Treas¬ 
ury. /  There  are  no  voluntary  aspects. 

So  today  we  come  to  that  day  of  the 
year  when  we  consider  that  gigantic  re¬ 
quest — and  I  use  that  word  advisedly — 
for  the  Department  of  Defense,  for  de¬ 
fense  spending.  This  is  the  day  and  this 
is  the  bill,  H.  R.  6042.  Generally  it  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  military  establishment  of 
considerably  in  excess  of  1  million  civil¬ 
ians.  It  provides  for  military  manpower, 
men  and  women  in  uniform,  of  some¬ 
thing  slightly  less  than  3  million  men 
and  women  for  the  forthcoming  fiscal 
year.  It  provides  for  a  reduction  in  mili¬ 
tary  manpower  from  last  December  30  to 
June  30,  1956,  of  about  300,000  men. 

If  I  might  utter  a  personal  word,  I 
began  working  on  these  military  bills  15 
years  ago,  serving  on  one  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittees  on  military  appropriations.  At 
that  time  we  had  two.  Since  then  we 
have  effected  unification,  and  we  con¬ 
sider  the  whole  military  budget  in  one 
"  Jill. 

frankly,  $31,488,000,000  is  somewhat 
incbmprehensible,  as  everyone  knows. 

Mi\SILORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  MAHON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  frorm  .Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  In  the  last  Congress  we 
voted  about  $2.8-8  billion  did  we  not? 

Mr.  MAHONN.  Yes.  The  bill  this  year 
increases  the  amqunt  by  $2,688,000,000. 
We  are  going  upward  in  appropriations 
this  year  as  compared  with  last  year. 

Mr.  SHORT.  We  hKve  upped  it.  You 
have  got  how  much  unexfc^ended  balance? 

Mr.  MAHON.  If  we  pa$s  this  bill,  we 
will  have  available  to  the  Department  of 
Defense  on  July  1,  1955,  approximately 
$74  billion. 

Mr.  SHORT.  $74  billion,  andNiiat  is 
more  than  any  wise  man  could  spel^d  in 
any  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MAHON.  It  is  more  than  cou> 
be  spent  without  some  waste  and  mis-'' 
management,  but  the  spending  program 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  is  about 
$34  billion  or  $35  billion  for  the  forth¬ 
coming  fiscal  year;  that  is  the  estimate. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hate  to 
interrupt  the  splendid  statement  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  making,  be¬ 
cause  he  always  knows  what  he  is  talk¬ 
ing  about,  but  I  think  the  Members  of 
the  House  should  keep  in  mind  that  we 
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1,  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1956.  Both  Houses  ^reed  to  the  conference 
report  on  this  bill,  H.  R.  5239.  The  House  concurred\in  the  Senate  amendment 
which  had  been  reported  in  disagreement,  to  provide  f oh.  part  of  the  CCC 
administrative-expensp  limitation  to  be  placed  in  reserve .  (pp.  5489,  5458-74) 
This  bill  will  now 


£  sent  to  the  President. 


2.  FARM  LOANS.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  941,  to  authorize  the  Federal  land  banks 

to  purchase  certain  remaining  assets  of  the  Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation 
(pp.  5501,  5510) .  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  Presidents, 

3.  RESERVE  FORCES.  ^igaR^de^Ee  on  H.  R,  5297,  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the 

Reserve  Forces  (pp.  5519-45) 


4.  TOBACCO/  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  S*  J»  R/.  60, 
dire</ing  this  Department  to  study  and  report  to  Congress  on  methods  of\  hurley 
tobgtcco  marketing  controls  (H.  Rept.  596)  (p.  5549). 

5.  ANIMAL  DISEASE.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  1133,  authorizing  payment  for  Jesses 
'incurred  in  Iowa  in  July  1954  on  account  of  vesicular  exanthema,  which  coulcr  not 


\ 


be  paid  because  of  a  technicality  (p.  5505) »  A  companion  bill,  H.  R.  4576, 
reported  without  amendment  earlier  in  the  day  (H.  Rept.  598).  S.  1133 
be,  sent  to  the  President,, 


6.  FARM  LOANS.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  considerat 
5715.,  to  extend  the  authority  for  the  Veterans?  Administration  to  ma 
loans  and  to  require  VA  to  make  additional  types  of  loans  ($.  55* 


n  of  H.  R, 
direct 


7.  TRAVEL  E "TENSE .  The  "Daily  Digest"  states:  "The  Subcommittee  on/Executive  and 
Legislative  Reorganization  approvdd  for  reporting  to  the  full  .committee  a  clean 
bill  (H.  R.  6295),  to  provide  for  an  increase  in  maximum  per, diem  allowance  — 
from  59  to  $13  —  for  subsistence  and  travel  expenses.  The  bill  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  full  committee .. .tomorrow."  (p.  D428.) 


8.  LaND  TRANSFER.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R.  2973,  to 
release  reversionary  rights  to  a  former  FHA  tract  in  Vac on  County,  Ga.,  to  the 
Ga.  Board  of  Education  (H.  Rept.  597) (p.  5549). 


9.  EDUCATION.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  603,  to  authorize  additional  land  grants  t( 


the  University  of  Alaska  (p.  5497). 


/ 


10.  ORGANIZATION.  Received  from  the  President  an  amendment  to  the  1956  Budget  for 
the  President's  Advisory  Committee  on  Government  Organization  (H.  Doc.  164)$ 
to  Appropriations  Committee  (p.  5548). 


SENATE 


11.  SOIL  CONSERVATION;  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS.  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  1573,  to, 
repeal  the  provisions  prohibiting  ACp  payments  to  persons  who  do  not  adhere  tc 
acreage  allotments  on  basic  crops  (pp.  5U59-*74)»  Rejected,  35  Vo  U9,  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  by  Sen.  Holland  (for  himself  and  Sens. 
Aiken,  Anderson,  and  Watkins),  which  would  have  modified  Sec.  3^8  but  would 
not  have  repealed  it  (o.  5hlh)  •  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 

Sen.  Carlson  inserted  a  city  of  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  resolution  favoring 
the  continuance  of  surveys  andplanning  for  the  conservation  of  soil  and  water 
in  Kans,  (pp.  5^20-1). 

Sen.  Watkins  commended  the  interest  of  young  people  in  conservation  deve^J 
opment  and  inserted  an  article  written  by  the  Secretary  at  the  request  of  the 
young  people  of  Milford  Elementary  School,  "Youth's  Part  in  Conservation" 

(pp.  51*146-7). 


12.  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION.  Began  debate  on  S.  153,  Vo  amend  the  Rural  .Electrifica¬ 
tion  Act  so  as  to  eliminate  the  requirement  that  not  more  than  10%  of  the  loans 
may  be  made  in  any  one  State.  Pending  is  a  Humphrey  amendment  (in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute)  to  modify  the  present  formula  but  not  repeal  it  (op.  5U79“8l|.) « 

Sen.  Kefauver  urged  immediate  release  of  the  Hoover  Commission  Task  Force 
report  on  public  power  and  water  resources  and  inserted  a  St.  Louis' .Rost  Dis¬ 
patch  on  this  subject  (op.  • 


13*  LANDS.  Both  Houses  received  from  the  Interior  Department  a  proposed  bill.Rtr 
facilitate  the  administration  of  the  public  lands";  to  Interior  and  Insul 
Affairs  Committees  (pp.  5Ul7,  55l|8). 


111.  S  UGAR  QUOTAS.  Received  an  Hawaiian  Legislature  resolution  urging  immediate 
domestic  sugar  quota  increases  (o.  5UI8) • 
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by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the 
lount  due:  Provided,  That  the  coal,  oil, 
anH.  other  mineral  deposits  In  the  land  shall 
be  fhserved  to  the  United  States,  together 
with  the  right  to  prospect  for,  mine,  and 
remove  'Uie  same  under  applicable  laws  and 
regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  thXlnterior :  And  provided  further. 
That  any  suSh  patent  shall  be  revoked  and 
shall  be  of  no  \urther  effect  in  the  event  the 
Pacific  NortherW  Timber  Co.  fails  to  con¬ 
struct  the  sawmill  facilities  at  this  site 
required  by  its  contact  AlOfs-1283  with  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
Forest  Service. 

With  the  following \jmmittee  amend¬ 
ments: 

Page  1,  line  9,  strike  dut  “Shoemaker 
Bay”  and  insert  “Zimovia  StrSit.” 

Page  2,  line  10,  strike  out\“Shoemaker 
Bay”  and  insert  “Zimovia  StraitN 

Page  2,  line  18,-  strike  out  “Shoemaker 
Bay”  and  insert  “Zimovia  Strait.” 

Page  2,  line  25,  strike  out  the  remainder 
of  line  25  and  all  of  lines  1  to  line  k  on 
page  3,  and  insert  the  following:  “The  cK 
veyance  shall  be  made  upon  the  payment 
the  said  Pacific  Northern  Timber  Co.  for  the 
land  at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  through  appraisal,  plus  the 
cost  of  survey  and  preparation  of  a  plat  of 
survey,  after  taking  into  consideration  the 
purpose  for  which  the  land  is  to  be  used. 
Conveyance  shall  be  made  only  if  the  said 
Pacific  Northern  Timber  Co.  makes  the  total 
payment  within  1  year  after  notification  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the  amount 
due:  Proihded,  That  the  conveyance  hereby 
authorized  shall  not  include  any  land  cov¬ 
ered  by  a  valid  existing  right  initiated  un¬ 
der  the  public  land  laws:  Provided  further. 
That  the  coal  and  other  mineral  deposits 
in  the  land  shall  be  reserved  to  the  United 
States,  together  with  the  right  to  prospect 
for,  mine,  and  remove  the  same  under  ap¬ 
plicable  laws  and  regulations  to  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 
And  provided  further." 

Page  4,  line  5,  strike  out  "at”  and  insert 
“on  or  adjacent  to.” 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


cheaper  than  if  this  work  is  divided  up 
between  two  operations. 

Mr.  MCCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
had  reserved  the  right  to  object  in  order 
to  ask  a  question,  but  there  was  no 
Member  on  the  floor  at  the  time  who 
could  give  me  the  information,  so  I  asked 
that  the  bill  be  passed  over  without 
prejudice.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
has  satisfied  me  that  the  bill  should  be 
passed,  so  I  have  no  objection  to  its  pres¬ 
ent  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  13  of  the 
Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  paragraph: 

“Twentieth.  Without  regard  to  any  limi¬ 
tations  or  restrictions  of  this  act,  to  purchase 
all  assets,  except  cash,  accounts  receivable, 
and  reserved  mineral  interests,  held  by  the 
Federal  Farm  Mortgage  Corporation  as  a  re-  y 
suit  of  loans  made  on  or  before  July  1,  1947/ 
the  farm  credit  district  in  which  said 
b&nk  is  situated  and  to  assume  the  liabilities 
of  said  Corporation  for  future  payment  funds 
of  borrowers  and  trust  accounts  applicable 
to  said,  assets.  The  purchase  price  of  notes 
and  mortgages,  purchase  money  mortgages, 
and  real  estate  sales  contracts  shall  be  equal 
to  the  totalyof  the  unpaid  balapfces  on  such 
items  and  accrued  interest  tjatereon  at  the 
date  as  of  whrph  purchase  is, ''made,  less  the 
total  of  the  liabilities  of  .the  Corporation 
being  assumed  by,  the  bank  as  herein  pro¬ 
vided.  The  purchase  nnce  of  real  estate, 
sheriffs’  certificates, Njpans  called  for  fore¬ 
closure,  loans  in  susjftmse,  judgments,  and 
for  any  other  assets  eligible  for  purchase 
under  this  paragpAph  bat  not  specifically 
identified  herein, 4hall  be  equal  to  the  fair 
market  value  o/the  assets  aisdetermined  by 
agreement.  The  total  consideration  for  the 
purchase  shall  be  payable  over\a  period  of 
not  more  than  10  years  from  theMate  as  of 
which  purchase  is  made,  and  upon  such 
terms  as  shall  be  agreed  upon  through  nego¬ 
tiation  with  the  Eoard  of  Directors  Of  the 
Corporation.” 

/ 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  thi 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  am 
The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  That  .  passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
concludes  the  call  of  the  Private  Calen-  laid  on  the  table. 


Green,  Pa. 

Mailliard 

Reed,  N.  Y/ 

Henderson 

Morgan 

Roberts  / 

Heselton 

Morrison 

Saylor  / 

Hiestand 

Mumma 

Scherer 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

O'Brien,  N.  Y. 

Scott/ 

James 

O'Konski 

Siermnski 

Jarman 

Osmers 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Jones,  Ala. 

Pelly 

Taylor 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Pilcher 

/rollefson 

Kearns 

Pillion  . 

r  Tuck 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Powell  / 

Wain  wright 

King,  Pa. 

Prouty  / 

Walter 

Latham 

Quigley  / 

Zelenko 

McConnell 

Radwan/ 

Macdonald 

Reece,  Tenn. 

The  SPEAKER/  On  this  rollcall  349 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum.  / 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


dar. 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANKS 


Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask'  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  return  for  immediate 
consideration  to  Calendar  No.  83  on  the 
Consent  Calendar,  the  bill  AS.  941)  to 
amend  section  13  of  the  federal  Farm 
Loan  Act,  as  amended,  td  authorize  the 
Federal  land  banks  to  .purchase  certain 
remaining  assets  of  jfefie  Federal  Farm 
Mortgage  Corporatic 

I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have 
just  talked  to  the  Gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  who  et/lier  objected  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  tj/i is  bill,  and  explained  that 
the  bill  alloyed  the  Federal  land  banks 
to  pick  up^What  remains  of  the  assets  of 
the  Fede/il  Farm  Mortgage  Corpora¬ 
tion.  These  assets  have  gotten  so  low 
now  that  the  cost  of  servicing  the  loans 
wide/  average  only  about  $600  each,  is 
out/bf  proportion  to  the  cost  of  carrying 
them.  The  land  banks  are  already 
Srvicing  such  loans  and  can  do  it 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names : 

[Roll  No.  64] 


AMENDING  THE  ACT  ESTABLISHING 
A  COMMISSION  OF  FINE  ARTS 

ifrr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
/"the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill 
(S.  1413)  to  amend  the  act  establishing 
a  Commission  of  Fine  Arts. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  understand  the 
House  passed  a  bill  covering  this  matter. 
This  is  a  similar  Senate  bill  that  should 
have  been  offered  at  the  time  the  bill 
was  called  on  the  Consent  Calendar. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  That 
is  right.  This  bill  puts  on  a  limitation 
that  was  not  in  the  other  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the 
act  entitled  “An  act  establishing  a  Com¬ 
mission  of  Fine  Arts,”  approved  May  17,  1910 
(40  U.  S.  C„  secs.  104-106) ,  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"Sec.  2.  That  to  meet  the  expenses  made 
necessary  by  this  act  an  expenditure  of  not 
xceeding  $35,000  a  year  is  hereby  author¬ 
ed.” 

;e  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time\  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passeav  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  onthe  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  actiowhy  which  the  House  passed 
the  bill  H.  l\.  4534  will  be  vacated  and 
the  House  bilNaid  upon  the  table. 

There  was  no\>bjection. 


Abbitt 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Evins 

Albert 

Canfield 

Fallon 

Ashley 

Carrigg 

Fenton 

Barrett 

Chiperfield 

Fino 

Becker 

Christopher 

Flood 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Chudoff 

Frelinghuysen 

Bentley 

Clark 

Friedel 

Bolton, 

Corbett 

Fulton 

Oliver  P. 

Coudert 

Gamble 

Bowler 

Dague 

Garmatz 

Buchanan 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Gavin 

Budge 

DingeU 

Gordon 

Burleson 

Doyle 

Granahan 

Bush 

Eberharter 

Gray 

NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5297)  to 
provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the 
Reserve  forces,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  5297,  with  Mr. 
Trimble  in  the  chair. 
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The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  is  one  that  has 
been  badly  misunderstood  by  the  public 
generally;  in  some  instances  misunder¬ 
stood  by  the  press;  misunderstood  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  misun¬ 
derstood,  too,  by  Members  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  For  that  reason,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  going  to  ask  the  members  of  this 
committee  if  they  will  suffer  the  incon¬ 
venience  of  not  interrupting  me  and  not 
asking  questions  until  I  have  had  full 
opportunity  to  explain  the  bill.  I  will 
then  be  glad  to  yield  to  anyone  and 
everyone  insofar  as  time  lasts  and  ex¬ 
plain  the  bill  as  best  I  can. 

I  have  a  chart  here  to  my  left.  I  am 
not  going  to  present  the  chart  imme¬ 
diately.  I  want  to  take  up  preliminaries 
before  explaining  the  chart. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  this,  in 
the  first  place,  that  this  is  an  adminis¬ 
tration  bill.  It  is  a  bill  that  has  the  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  Defense  Department, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense.  It  has  the  endorse¬ 
ment  of  the  Armed  Forces  generally,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Department 
of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
the  Department  of  the  Navy,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Air  Force,  Department  of  the 
Air  Force.  It  has  the  endorsement  of 
the  commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps 
and  the  Marine  Corps  itself.  It  is  a  bill 
that  is  endorsed  by  the  White  House  and 
has  the  approval  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  know  of  no  one  in  the  whole  world  that 
today  has  the  military  judgment  that 
we  can  use  to  rely  upon  in  writing  those 
measures  for  the  defense  of  the  Nation 
as  has  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  am  willing  to  follow  his 
judgment  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  that  the 
hearings  in  connection  with  this  bill  were 
not  rushed  hearings  at  all.  They  re¬ 
quired  8  weeks,  and  8  weeks  of  hard 
work.  I  want  to  pay  tribute  to  the  sub¬ 
committee  that  sat  with  me  mornings 
and  afternoons  and  worked  long  hours, 
under  difficult  conditions  and  under 
pressure  at  times  to  thoroughly  work  out 
all  of  the  details  of  the  bill  and  satisfy 
themselves  that  the  bill  was  the  type  of 
measure  that  should  be  submitted  to  the 
full  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and 
should  likewise  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States. 

When  I  say  that  this  measure  was  ap¬ 
proved  and  supported  by  the  Pentagon, 
I  do  not  mean,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  your 
committee  accepted  the  Pentagon  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  bill  blindly.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  it  did  not.  It  scrutinized  every 
feature  and  every  stipulation  in  the  bill 
and  satisfied  itself  in  that  connection 
before  it  was  prepared  to  submit  the  bill 
and  recommendations  with  appx-oval  to 
the  House  of  Representatives.  I  do  not 
mean  that  we  did  not  amend  the  bill, 
either.  We  did  amend  it.  We  took  out 
features,  and  we  added  features.  If  I 
were  to  tell  you  how  many  amendments 
we  added  or  made  changes  in  the  bill 
and  I  should  say  there  were  127,  I  think 
that  I  would  be  most  conservative  in 


that  respect.  We  had  115  witnesses  to 
hear.  They  came  from  all  parts  of  the 
United  States  and  from  all  groups.  They 
came  from  patriotic  organizations, 
church  organizations,  military  organiza¬ 
tions,  and  every  single  person  who  asked 
at  the  time  of  the  hearings  to  be  heard 
was  heard  respectfully  and  patiently  by 
your  subcommittee.  I  say  again  I  want 
to  pay  our  committee  members  a  tribute 
for  the  service  that  they  rendered  to  the 
country  and  to  the  defense  of  the  Nation 
in  handling  the  measure  as  they  did. 

Coming  to  the  bill  itself,  this  measure 
was  first  mentioned  in  this  Congress  by 
the  President  in  his  speech  of  January 
13,  1955.  I  am  going  to  read  only  a  short 
paragraph  from  that  speech  which  indi¬ 
cates  the  position  of  the  President: 

Under  the  new  national  Reserve  plan, 
selective  service,  and  the  Reserve  forces  in 
conjunction  with  our  Regular  Establishment 
will  fulfill  our  security  needs  with  the  least 
possible  disruptive  impact  upon  the  life  of 
the  individual  citizen  and  the  civilian 
economy.  Flexibility  is  a  primary  character¬ 
istic  of  the  plan.  Constant  scrutiny  and  re¬ 
view  of  the  operation  of  the  services  will 
assure  its  increasing  efficiency. 

That  comes  from  the  President’s  mes¬ 
sage  on  January  13,  1955. 

The  measure  is  in  no  sense  a  UMT 
plan.  I  have  received,  I  suppose,  hun¬ 
dreds  of  letters  from  all  parts  of  the 
country  saying  we  were  writing  a  UMT 
bill.  I  think  nothing  is  farther  from  the 
mind  of  the  committee  that  wrote  the 
bill  than  that  we  were  writing  a  bill 
which  would  be  a  universal  military 
training  bill  or  be  a  side  door  entrance 
to  universal  military  training.  On  the 
contrary,  this  bill  has  no  features  of 
universal  military  training. 

In  the  first  place,  the  bill  is  not 
adapted  to  universal  military  training. 
Two  branches  of  the  armed  services,  for 
instance,  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy, 
demand  long  term  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments.  The  fundamental  feature  of 
universal  military  training  is  a  short 
term  training  program  for  everyone. 
Long-term  enlistments  are  a  demand  of 
at  least  two  branches  of  the  service,  the 
Navy  and  the  Air  Force.  In  my  judg¬ 
ment  they  would  have  opposed  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill  at  this  time 
for  the  reason  that  they  feel  it  would 
prevent  them  from  getting  long  term 
voluntary  enlistments  which  they  need 
so  badly  in  the  technical  features  of  their 
work  in  the  defense  of  the  country. 

Universal  military  training  is  a  per¬ 
manent  program.  This  is  a  temporary 
program,  Mr.  Chairman.  This  program 
is  only  for  4  years.  It  means  that  we 
take  up  our  military  situation  at  this 
hour,  we  take  our  country  down  its  road 
of  destiny  for  4  years.  At  the  end  of  4 
years  the  bill  cuts  off.  Your  Congress 
meets  and  decides  then  whether  or  not 
it  wishes  to  extend  the  bill,  modify  the 
bill,  or  drop  the  whole  matter  entirely. 
That  is  4  years  hence. 

This  bill  is  not  universal  military 
training  for  the  reason  that  there  is  no 
compulsion  of  anyone  for  entrance  into 
the  armed  services. 

You  say  that  we  have  the  draft.  The 
draft  comes  in  under  a  separate  bill, 
which  was  passed  by  this  House  several 
months  ago.  Every  portion  of  this  bill 
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provides  only  for  voluntary  enlistments 
in  the  armed  services. 

You  have  heard  it  bandied  around  that 
there  is  a  6  months’  program  for  men. 
There  is  a  6  months’  program,  but  that 
is  purely  voluntary  and  no  young  man 
is  forced  under  any  circumstances  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  6  months’  program  of  training 
which  is  presented  in  this  bill.  The 
armed  services  today  still  wish  to  rely 
upon  the  voluntary  system  as  much  as 
possible  and  this  bill  seeks  to  help  them 
in  that  program  as  much  as  possible. 

This  bill  is  not  universal  military 
training,  because  it  is  not  universal. 
Mr.  Chairman,  how  can  you  have  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  when 
it  is  not  is  not  universal?  This  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  not  exceeding  250,000  young 
men  reaching  the  age  of  17  and  not 
above  19  may  be  enlisted  voluntarily  for 
6  months’  training  in  the  armed  services 
of  the  United  States.  Therefore  it  has 
none  of  the  fundamentals  of  universal 
military  training.  It  is  not  permanent 
legislation.  It  is  not  compulsory  legis¬ 
lation.  It  is  not  universal  legislation. 
It  is  not  adapted  to  a  UMT  program. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bill  presents 
no  new  obligation  of  a  military  nature 
to  our  young  people  in  the  United  States. 
It  simply  seeks  to  work  out  the  obliga¬ 
tion  we  have  had  on  the  statute  books 
of  this  country  for  many  years. 

You  say,  “Yes,  this  provides  for  8 
years  of  military  obligation,  but  it  does 
not  provide  for  an  8-year  program.” 
That  obligation  was  set  up  first  in  1941  as 
a  10-year  military  obligation  for  every¬ 
one,  voluntary  and  compulsory,  who  en¬ 
ters  the  armed  services.  In  1948  that 
obligation  was  set  up  as  an  8-year  obli¬ 
gation.  It  has  been  carried  on  the 
statute  books  of  this  country  since  then. 
This  bill  does  not  seek  to  write  out  an 
8-year  obligation  or  any  kind  of  long¬ 
term  obligation  for  the  individual  that 
enters  the  armed  services,  regardless  of 
the  way  he  enters  It,  but  it  merely  ac¬ 
cepts  the  statutes  and  the  laws  as  we 
have  had  them  on  the  books  for  many 
years.  It  seeks,  operating  under  the  law 
that  you  have  passed  and  that  you  have 
kept  on  the  books  for  years,  to  write  out 
a  program  of  training  for  these  people 
and  to  give  our  country  a  far  better  Re¬ 
serve  program  to  back  up  an  incom¬ 
parable  regular  Military  Establishment 
to  meet  our  troubles  in  time  of  great 
emergency. 

What  are  our  troubles,  Mr.  Chairman, 
in  the  international  field?  I  want  to  read 
you  a  very  short  statement  that  will  give 
you  some  idea  of  what  I  think  we  have 
to  contend  with  at  the  present  time  from 
the  only  powerful  nation  that  may  really 
give  us  trouble  in  the  field  of  interna¬ 
tional  affairs,  and  that  is  Soviet  Russia. 

The  Soviet  Army  consists  of  2,500,- 
000  men  organized  into  175  divisions  sup¬ 
ported  by  400,000  security — NKVD — 
troops  and  80  east  Europe  satellite  di¬ 
visions.  The  Red  Chinese  have  2  mil¬ 
lion  regular  army  troops  and  1  million 
uniformed  security  troops. 

Within  the  Soviet  Army  are  65  tank 
and  mechanized  divisions  equipped  with 
40,000  new  tanks,  and  40  new  airborne  di¬ 
visions.  Other  divisions  have  been 
motorized  and  provided  heavy  artillery 
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support.  On  May  Day  this  year  the  fea¬ 
ture  of  the  parade  in  Red  Square  was 
reported  to  be  a  huge  new  artillery  piece 
regarded  by  western  military  attaches 
as  the  counterpart  of  our  atomic  cannon. 

Russia  and  her  European  satellites 
have  6  million  men  under  arms  and  it 
is  estimated  that  they  can  field  400  di¬ 
visions  within  30  days  of  mobilization. 

Within  the  week  it  has  been  announced 
that  Russia  has  built  several  thousand 
MIG-17  supersonic  jet  fighter  planes. 
Their  speed  is  put  at  850  miles  per  hour 
or  more — comparable  to  our  F-100 
Supersabre.  The  Soviet  Strategic  Air 
Army  is  operating  units  equipped  with 
their  new  type  37  heavy,  jet,  intercon¬ 
tinental  bombers.  These  are  the  equiv¬ 
alent  of  our  B-52’s.  Estimates  of  Soviet 
military  aircraft  production  generally 
are  being  revised  upward,  including  data 
concerning  their  counterpart  of  our  B-47 
medium  jet  bomber,  which  they  call 
type  39. 

Soviet  aircraft  also  reported  are  a 
small  rocket-driven  interceptor  able  to 
climb  nearly  3  miles  a  minute  at  take¬ 
off,  and  more  than  7  miles  a  minute 
above  20,000  feet;  a  double  delta-wing 
plane  able  to  climb  straight  up;  a  tail¬ 
less  fighter,  carried  by  a  TU-4 — B-29 
type — mother  ship,  judged  equal  in  capa¬ 
bility  to  our  F-100  Supersabre;  and  a 
4-engined  turboprop  bomber  able  to  fly 
7,650  miles  nonstop. 

In  support,  major  Red  air  bases  are 
said  to  have  been  quadrupled  in  the  past 
4  years.  The  20,000 -plane  Soviet  air 
force  has  a  strength  of  600,000  men. 
That  is  merely  a  little  bit  of  data  I  have 
to  present  to  you  to  tell  you  why  I  think 
we  must,  in  this  period  of  international 
tension,  have  a  trained,  well-equipped 
Reserve,  ready  to  move  without  further 
training  when  the  emergency  occurs. 
In  the  old  days  when  our  forefathers  set 
up  this  Government,  they  were  able  to 
go  to  the  walls  and  take  their  muskets 
down  off  the  side  of  the  wall  and  go  out 
and  in  a  minute  they  were  ready  to 
fight  the  battles  of  this  country.  At  the 
present  time,  no  such  situation  exists. 
You  must  have  a  trained  Reserve  ready 
to  move  at  an  instant’s  notice,  if  you  are 
going  to  properly  protect  the  freedom 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  their  safety  and  their  very  sur¬ 
vival.  So  I  tell  you  that  is  the  reason 
I  think  we  need  a  better  trained  and 
more  efficient  and  better  organized  and 
better  equipped  Reserve  than  we  have  at 
the  present  time. 

I  want  to  say  one  more  thing  too  in 
that  connection.  We  need  it  for  the 
reason  that  when  Korea  came,  we  found 
that  there  was  no  one  available  to  use 
instantly  except  those  who  had  already 
carried  the  heavy  burden  of  combat  in 
World  War  II.  Therefore,  we  called  out 
the  trained  men  who  had  served  our 
country  in  a  prior  war  and  we,  your 
committee,  feel  that  we  have  an  obliga¬ 
tion  to  provide  additional  prior-trained 
men  so  that  in  the  event  of  another 
emergency,  of  the  Korean  type,  we  will 
be  able  to  rely  on  others  than  those  who 
fought  World  War  II  and  those  who 
fought  in  Korea  so  that  we  will  not  have 
to  use  them  again  in  another  emergency 


comparable  to  Korea.  Therefore,  we 
present  this  bill  to  you. 

I  am  going  to  try  to  explain  the  bill 
to  you  by  means  of  this  chart.  I  will 
try,  as  best  I  can,  to  show  you  exactly 
what  the  purposes  of  the  bill  are  and  how 
it  will  work.  We  are  providing  a  Regu¬ 
lar  Establishment  of  2,850,000  men.  We 
hope  to  provide  a  Reserve  of  5  million 
men.  Numbers  of  men  are  not  the  im¬ 
portant  feature  in  the  bill.  The  impor¬ 
tant  features  are  training,  equipment, 
and  organization  of  Reserves,  as  we  see 
it.  Under  this  program,  we  would  have 
a  Reserve  of  2.9  million  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve,  that  is,  2.9  million  men  ready  to  go 
in  the  event  of  an  emergency  without  a 
great  deal  of  prior  training,  and  we  would 
then  have  the  remainder  of  them  in 
Standby  Reserve  as  a  manpower  pool  to 
use  in  “an  all-out  emergency,”  after 
Congress  has  declared  an  emergency  ex¬ 
ists  and  a  state  of  war  in  fact  exists 
with  some  other  country.  Then  we 
would  expect  them  all  to  go.  We  would 
have  a  Standby  Reserve  in  shape  and  we 
would  have  the  names,  addresses,  and 
communications,  with  those  who  are 
needed  in  that  great  emergency  when 
it  came. 

Now  coming  to  the  bill  itself,  as  I  said, 
the  bill  provides  no  method  other  than 
voluntary  enlistment  in  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  I  point  out  this  chart  to  you.  Each 
one  of  these  columns  represents  a  meth¬ 
od  whereby  -men  can  enter  the  armed 
services  of  the  United  States  whether 
it  be  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  the 
Marine  Corps,  or  the  Coast  Guard. 

The  Coast  Guard  likewise  is  support¬ 
ing  this  measure. 

In  the  first  column  we  have  in  mind 
taking  care  of  the  National  Guard.  The 
bill  covers  the.  National  Guard  as  well 
as  the  National  Reserve  generally.  The 
guard  is  a  part  of  the  Reserve. 

In  this  column  we  would  show  you  how 
a  young  fellow  17  years  of  age,  or  before 
he  reaches  19,  who  wishes  to  avail  him¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  of  going  into 
the  service.  If  he  has  decided  he  wants 
to  volunteer  for  the  6  months  plan,  with 
a  7J/2-year  obligation,  this  is  the  way  he 
would  operate.  He  would  go  down  to  the 
National  Guard  unit  and  he  would  en¬ 
list  in  the  National  Guard  for  6  months’ 
training  in  the  active  field,  and  for  7^2 
years  in  the  Reserves.  It  is  purely  vol¬ 
untary  on  his  part.  He  would  enter  in 
this  column.  He  would  serve  6  months. 
At  the  end  of  that  6  months  he  would 
be  through  his  active  obligation  and 
then  he  would  be  placed  in  the  National 
Guard  training  unit  back  home  that  he 
enlisted  in.  That  would  mean  for  TVz 
years. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10  additional 
minutes. 

That  would  give  him  71/4  years’  obli¬ 
gation  to  train  with  his  guard  unit  back 
home.  If,  however,  he  wishes  to  go  into 
the  Regular  Reserve  and  not  the  guard, 
he  would  then  go  down  to  the  Reserve 
unit  back  home  or  in  his  neighborhood, 
and  he  would  enlist  in  that  unit  for  6 
months’  active  training  in  the  field,  and 
7i4  years  in  the  Reserve  training  at 


home.  This  portion  in  red  represents  the 
6  months’  active  training  in  the  field  that 
he  would  get.  Then  he  would  be  passed 
into  the  Reserves  back  home,  and  he 
would  be  given  IV2  years  in  the  Reserve. 
During  that  714  years,  what  would  he 
do?  He  would  attend  weekly  drills. 
Under  the  law  as  we  have  provided  in 
this  bill,  he  would  have  48  weekly  drills 
throughout  the  year.  He  would  take 
his  training  during  that  time  and  he 
would  comply  with  the  needs  of  the 
training  period  in  that  way.  Sometime 
during  the  course  of  the  year  he  is  obli¬ 
gated  under  this  program  to  2  weeks’ 
training  in  the  field,  and  he  would  be 
sent  sometime  during  this  year  for  2 
weeks’  training  while  he  was  on  the  in¬ 
active  portion  of  his  obligation  of  7^2 
years.  When  he  got  back  he  would  re¬ 
enter  training  in  his  Reserve  unit  at 
home. 

This  column  represents  a  new  type  of 
voluntary  obligation  which  we  have  writ¬ 
ten  into  this  bill.  We  have  written  it 
in  in  response  to  a  request  of  the  Navy 
and  the  Air  Force.  This  provides  that 
a  young  man  wishing  to  enter  the  serv¬ 
ice  may  go  down  voluntarily  and  enlist 
in  his  Reserve  unit,  and  he  would  be  told 
that  he  would  be  called  to  duty  at  some 
time  during  the  first  2  years  after  he 
entered  his  Reserve  program.  Before  he 
took  his  active  field  duty  he  would  be 
given  the  usual  training  back  home  in 
his  unit  as  a  reservist.  Then  he  would 
be  called  to  duty  sometime  during  the 
first  2-year  period.  He  would  serve  2 
years  on  active  field  duty,  following 
which  he  would  return  to  the  Reserve 
and  serve  the  balance  of  the  8  years,  4 
years  more,  in  his  Reserve  unit. 

Then,  here  we  come  to  the  third  col¬ 
umn.  This  is  the  case  of  the  draftee. 
A  man  is  drafted  for  2  years,  and  he 
served  that  time  in  the  active  field  and 
the  balance  of  the  time  he  puts  in  the 
Reserve  at  home. 

This  column  represents  a  voluntary 
obligation.  It  is  a  man  who  wishes 
to  go  in  for  3  years  voluntarily  in  the 
service.  The  balance  of  his  time  would 
be  5  years  additional.  Then  this  man 
volunteers  for  4  years  in  active  duty. 
The  balance  of  his  time  would  be  spent 
in  the  Reserve.  This  man  would  come 
in  on  5  years  of  active  duty.  The  bal¬ 
ance  of  his  time,  3  years,  would  be  spent 
in  the  Reserves  in  training.  But  all 
of  that  is  three  voluntary  enlistments. 

Now  I  want  to  say  how  this  works. 
We  want  to  give  these  men  an  incentive 
to  get  out  of  the  Ready  Reserve  if  they 
do  good  work.  We  want  to  give  them 
an  incentive;  so  how  do  we  work  it? 
We  provide  that  the  man  who  serves 
5  years  will  not  have  any  duty  in  the 
Ready  Reserves;  he  will  be  within  the 
Standby  Reserves. 

The  man  who  volunteers  for  4  years 
will  serve  1  additional  year  in  the  Ready 
Reserves  where  he  will  do  duty  as  an 
Inactive  Reserve  training  at  home. 

The  man  with  3  years  voluntary  serv¬ 
ice  would  have  2  years  in  the  Reserves 
training  at  home. 

The  dx-afted  man  would  have  3  years 
if  he  did  satisfactoi-y  work  and  perfonned 
satisfactorily,  he  would  cut  his  active 
obligation  from  8  years  to  a  total  of 
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5  and  this  portion  of  the  obligation 
would  be  spent  in  the  Standby  Reserves 
where  he  would  be  called  upon  for  no 
active  training  of  any  sort. 

Likewise,  coming  to  this  chart  in  the 
case  of  the  man  with  6  months’  volunteer 
training,  that  man  would  be  given  an¬ 
other  opportunity  to  cut  short  his  time 
by  reducing  his  active  training  to  6 
months.  In  other  words,  by  taking  more 
training  in  the  field  he  can  cut  his 
Ready  Reserve  obligation  down,  but  the 
men  with  only  6  months’  active  duty  in 
the  field  cannot  reduce  their  obligation 
for  training.  It  is  an  obligation  for 
7i/2  years  in  the  Reserves.  In  this  way 
we  compensate  for  the  fact  that  the  6 
months’  trainee  has  a  very  short  active 
training  period  in  the  field. 

We  provide,  also,  in  this  bill  for  an 
ROTC.  We  have  had  trouble  in  the 
past  with  the  fact  that  ROTC  boys  stay 
4  years  in  college  and  when  they  get 
out  some  of  them  fail  to  get  commis¬ 
sions.  In  this  bill  every  ROTC  man 
who  graduates  satisfactorily  from  the 
college  and  the  ROTC  program  would 
be  given  a  Reserve  commission.  If  he 
is  needed,  he  serves  2  years  on  active 
duty;  if  he  is  surplus  to  the  immediate 
officer  need  of  the  Regular  Establish¬ 
ment,  he  is  given  6  months’  training 
following  his  college  career  and  then  goes 
into  the  inactive  training  period  sub¬ 
ject,  as  I  explained  to  you  in  this  chart. 

We  provide  also  in  this  bill  for  a  State 
guard.  Let  us  assume  that  an  atom 
bomb  falls  on  a  great  city  in  the  United 
States;  our  Regular  forces  are  deployed 
overseas  in  the  emergency  and  have  re¬ 
duced  their  forces  here  at  home.  We  call 
our  Reserves  into  active  operation  at 
once.  They  are  called  into  operation, 
the  guard  is  called  out  in  my  State, 
Louisiana,  for  instance,  and  sent  up  to 
New  York  perhaps.  We  provide  under 
the  terms  of  this  bill  for  a  State  guard. 
The  States  may  organize  their  own 
guard.  We  do  not  put  up  money  for  it, 
we  provide  surplus  equipment  already  in 
hand  to  meet  such  a  situation  of  crisis 
which,  God  grant,  may  never  come,  but 
when  the  National  Guard  is  called  into 
active  duty  there  will  be  some  organiza¬ 
tion  to  take  its  place  there  in  a  critical 
emergency,  and  that  organization  is  the 
State  guard. 

I  want  to  conclude  at  this  point,  then  I 
will  be  glad  to  answer  questions.  I  want 
to  remind  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  of  the  fact 
that  the  idea  of  a  Reserve  is  nothing 
new.  George  Washington,  the  first  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States,  mentioned  in 
one  of  his  great  messages  to  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
the  need  for  what  he  called  a  well- 
organized  militia.  Throughout  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  13  Colonies  on  the  Atlantic 
seaboard  there  was  a  volunteer  militia. 
It  was  organized  to  protect  them  first 
against  the  incursions  of  the  savage  red¬ 
skins  who  sought  to  terrorize  the 
colonists  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 
In  every  war  since  the  birth  of  this  Re¬ 
public  we  have  used  components  of  our 
Reserve  in  the  Active  Army.  In  the  War 
of  1812,  we  used  them  to  man  our  forts 
and  man  our  garrisons  throughout  the 
continental  United  States.  In  the  War 
with  Spain  we  found  for  the  first  time 


that  our  Reserves  were  sent  overseas. 
They  were  sent  to  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico. 
But  before  they  were  sent  they  had  to  be 
well-trained  to  meet  the  forces  of  Spain 
in  that  emergency. 

In  the  two  great  world  wars  that  we  in 
our  lifetime  have  passed  through,  we 
have  sent  our  Reserves  into  the  field 
in  large  numbers  to  back  up  the  Regular 
establishments,  but  they  went  into  the 
field  of  combat  only  after  they  had  re¬ 
ceived  long  periods  of  training.  It  was 
my  privilege  to  serve  in  World  War  I,  and 
it  was  14  months  after  we  declared  war 
before  we  had  a  major  fighting  unit  in 
Prance  on  the  western  front.  In  World 
War  II  we  trained  our  National  Guard 
for  12  long  months  before  they  were  in 
shape  to  go  out  to  meet  the  enemies  we 
had  in  the  Atlantic  and  in  the  Pacific. 

In  Korea  we  had  to  call  upon  those 
who  had  borne  the  heavy  brunt  of  battle 
in  World  War  II.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to 
ask  a  man  to  fight  in  a  great  war,  like 
World  War  II,  then  have  to  turn  around 
and  call  that  same  man  out  of  his  home, 
away  from  this  family,  his  business,  his 
obligations  and  his  ties  to  fight  another 
war  such  as  we  had  in  Korea. 

We  hope  we  can  give  you  a  Reserve 
establishment  which  will  permit  us  to 
broaden  the  obligation  of  citizenship, 
also  broaden  the  military  obligation,  so 
come  a  future  Korea  in  the  history  of 
this  country  we  can  reach  down  and  call 
upon  men  who  are  not  veterans,  but  at 
the  same  time  men  who  are  well  trained 
and  have  no  prior  combat  experience. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Suppose  you  have  more 
men  who  elect  to  serve  under  the  first 
column  than  the  National  Guard  will 
take  care  of? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  do 
the  same  as  we  do  now.  We  limit  now 
the  size  of  the  guard  of  every  State. 
When  the  number  of  volunteers  to  the 
guard  in  your  State  exceeds  the  quota 
for  your  State,  they  must  draw  on  the 
quota  of  another  State,  or  it  will  become 
“a  first  come,  first  served”  basis.  Like¬ 
wise  with  the  Reserves,  assuming  that  the 
number  set  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  as  a  quota  for  the  Army 
Reserves  is  exceeded  by  the  volunteers,  it 
is  on  “a  first  come,  first  served”  basis, 
which  is  as  fair  as  you  can  make  it. 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  The  gentle¬ 
man  mentioned  over  and  over  that  there 
was  no  compulsion  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  tell  me  why  it  seems  to  be  cor¬ 
rect  to  force  a  man  into  the  Regular 
service  but  it  is  wrong  to  force  men  to 
serve  in  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  cannot 
disagree  with  the  able  gentleman  who  is 
chairman  of  a  great  committee  in  that 
statement.  I  can  say  that  the  bill  is  so 
drawn  that  it  is  not  compulsory  to  enter 
the  Reserves.  We  do  have  the  draft, 
which  is  the  law  of  the  land  today. 
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Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Was  not  the 
very  heart  of  the  program  which  the 
President  sent  up  the  fact  it  compelled 
people  to  serve  in  the  Reserves  and  this 
bill  does  not  do  that? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  This  bill 
compels  them  to  do  good  work  after  they 
have  entered  the  Reserves.  There  is  no 
drafting  of  men  for  this  6  months’  period 
into  the  Reserves.  Does  that  answer  the 
question?  I  want  to  say  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  satisfied  with  the  bill  that  is 
presently  reported. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  able  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  In  reference 
to  active  service  under  the  National 
Guard  and  the  Reserves,  what  would  be 
the  difference  in  the  training  that  those 
two  groups  would  have,  or  would  they 
be  taken  at  the  same  time  and  in  the 
same  units? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The 
guard  is  under  the  governor  of  each 
State.  We  run  there  into  a  historic  situ¬ 
ation.  The  guard  is  a  State  force.  We 
have  to  work  with  the  governors.  A 
man  would  enter  the  State  Guard,  then 
he  would  be  transferred  to  the  regular 
establishment  for  6  months’  training, 
then  he  would  be  transferred  back  to 
his  unit  in  the  guard  following  his  6 
months’  training. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  With  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  National  Guardsmen  and  the 
reservists,  those  two  groups  might  be 
taken  to  the  same  camp  and  put  under 
the  same  program  at  the  same  time,  then 
are  transferred  back  to  the  guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  idea 
is  to  integrate  them  there.  A  man  can 
sign  up  with  the  guard  or  Reserve,  and 
he  will  be  sent  to  camp  or  put  in  a  unit. 
They  might,  in  one  or  two  instances,  open 
up  some  additional  parts  of  camps,  but 
generally  speaking,  he  will  be  put  in  a 
unit  in  existence  for  his  training,  and 
he  will  be  required  to  get  his  training 
like  any  other  trainee  would,  whether  a 
guardsman  or  a  reservist. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Do  I  under¬ 
stand  that  you  will  set  up  periods  of 
training  for  these  groups  and  you  will 
take  them  in  in  groups,  say,  at  every 
quarter  or  every  month  or  something  like 
that? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They  esti¬ 
mate  there  would  be  something  like  8,500 
per  month  the  first  year.  But,  of  course, 
that  is  based  upon  a  floor  of  100,000, 
which  would  be  the  minimum  amount 
which  might  be  set  for  volunteer  pur¬ 
poses  under  the  6  months’  training  for 
the  first  year. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Would  those 
people  have  the  opportunity  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  then,  to  select  the  branch 
of  the  service?  In  other  words,  the 
Army,  the  Air  Force,  or  the  National 
Guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  would 
be  handled  just  exactly  as  it  is  handled 
at  the  present  time.  In  fairness  to 
everyone,  let  me  say  this,  that  the  Air 
Guard  is  pretty  well  filled  up.  I  would 
not  want  to  tell  this  Congress  that  if  the 
Air  Guard  were  completely  filled  up  and 
a  man  wanted  to  go  down  to  the  Air 
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Guard,  that  they  would  open  the  ceiling 
just  to  get  him  in  when  the  Air  Guard 
had  been  filled  up.  Likewise,  if  you  take 
the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force,  they  have 
said  that  they  think  they  can  get  under 
this  long-term  program  of  voluntary  en¬ 
listment  the  number  they  need  for  the 
air  program.  They  say  they  would 
rather  have  a  man  coming  in  4  years  vol¬ 
untarily  than  a  6-month  trainee.  If 
they  can  get  their  volunteers  for  4  years 
or  3  years,  they  are  going  to  take  the  vol¬ 
unteers  until  their  quota  is  filled  up. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield,  in  connection 
with  the  question  asked  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri,  if  I  understood  it 
correctly,  he  can  volunteer  for  some  par¬ 
ticular  Reserve  component  before  he  gets 
his  training.  In  other  words,  he  volun¬ 
teers  for  6  months’  training  in  the  Army 
Reserve,  under  the  National  Guard,  or 
the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy  air  force  pro¬ 
gram,  and  then  he  gets  his  training  and 
reverts  back  to  that  particular  sex-vice. 
However,  with  the  permission  of  the  two 
sex-vices,  he  can  transfer. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
very  true,  and  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  much  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  When  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  appropriation  bill  was  before 
the  House  last  week  statements  were 
made  that  the  Reserve  setup  had  been 
poorly  handled  in  the  past.  Does  the 
gentleman  think  that  the  Reserve  setup 
is  now  competent  to  handle  this  influx 
of  reservists? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Well,  we 
have  to  depend  upon  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government.  I  will  say 
this,  it  was  poorly  handled;  it  has  been 
pooi-ly  handled  in  many  cases  in  the  past. 
We  hope  and  trust  to  exercise  some  sur¬ 
veillance  over  the  Department,  as  a  leg¬ 
islative  body,  to  try  to  see  that  the  Re¬ 
serve  program  is  more  efficiently  han¬ 
dled  than  in  the  past. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  To  answer  that 
part  of  the  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Reserve  program  will  be  prop- 
ei-ly  earned  out,  we  have  provided,  of 
course,  in  this  bill  for  a  report  from  the 
Department  of  Defense  each  January 
so  that  we  can  review  the  program  to 
see  whether  or  not  it  is  being  pi-operly 
executed. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  This  is  just  a 
hypothetical  case.  In  the  event  that 
someone  volunteei-s  for  4  yeai-s  as  com¬ 
pared  to  somebody  that  just  joins  the 
Reserve  for  6  months,  in  the  event  of  an 
emergency  does  this  bill  determine  which 
will  first  be  brought  back  into  Federal 
service? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  In  Ko¬ 
rea,  when  the  emergency  came  along, 
we  had  no  method  of  screening  We 


called,  for  instance,  at  that  time,  as  a 
truck  driver,  a  man  who  had  been  prac¬ 
ticing  law  for  5  years.  We  called  as  a 
bookkeeper  a  man  who  had  been  prac¬ 
ticing  dentistry  for  5  years.  We  called 
into  service  for  Korea  men  who  had  been 
dead  for  several  years.  We  had  no  way 
of  screening.  We  had  no  way  of  keep¬ 
ing  up  with  the  resei-ves.  This  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  we  shall  screen  these  reserves 
from  time  to  time,  and  if  there  is  any 
Reserve  that  cannot  go,  he  will  be 
screened  out  of  the  Ready  Resei-ve. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  In  other 
words,  the  volunteer  for  4  years  might 
be  bx-ought  back  into  Federal  sei-vice  be¬ 
fore  the  6-month  trainee.  In  the  event 
of  an  emergency,  does  this  bill  provide 
that  one  who  has  merely  taken  a  6 
months’  training  course  will  go  into 
active  service  sooner  than  someone  who 
had  served  for  4  years  as  a  volunteer? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  No;  it  is 
on  a  different  basis.  The  basis  is  this. 
Where  you  need  a  certain  number  of 
engineers,  you  call  engineers.  If  they 
need  a  dozen  engineei-s,  for  instance, 
they  would  consider  the  equities;  is  it 
fair  to  call  in  a  man  who  has  done  such 
yeoman  duty  for  a  long  time  or  call  in 
another  one?  In  other  words,  they  are 
to  consider  the  equities  in  that  case. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  In  other 
words,  under  this  bill  someone  who  had 
served  4  years,  in  comparison  with  some¬ 
one  else  who  had  had  training  for  6 
months,  could  be  brought  back  sooner 
than  the  one  who  had  served  only  6 
months? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  they 
needed  a  lawyer  or  an  engineer  or  a  sci¬ 
entist,  and  he  had  been  in  service  for 
4  or  5  or  6  years,  they  could  call  him 
back  if  they  had  to  have  him.  If  a  hard¬ 
ship  is  created,  a  Reserve  would  not  be 
called. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  And  let  some 
of  the  6  months’  trainees  go? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  could 
happen,  yes. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  I  was  interested 
a  while  ago  when  the  gentleman  began 
his  talk,  in  his  statement  that  there  was 
much  confusion  and  misunderstanding 
about  this  bill,  not  only  here,  but  with 
the  people  back  home.  I  find  that  to  be 
a  true  statement.  There  is  much  con¬ 
fusion.  I  wonder  if  my  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  would 
answer  a  question  or  two  in  the  hope  that 
we  might  clear  up  some  of  that  confu¬ 
sion? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  should 
be  glad  to. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Is  it  not  true 
that  this  bill,  if  enacted,  will  become  a 
part  of  the  Selective  Service  and  Train¬ 
ing  Act  which  is  now  the  law?  That  is, 
this  bill  is  an  amendment  to  it,  but  this 
bill  is  a  voluntary  matter,  and  will  be¬ 
come  part  of  another  law  that  has  a 
compulsory  feature.  Therefore,  if  this 
bill  is  enacted,  we  will  have  a  law  that  is 
one  part  compulsory,  the  present  law, 
and  this  new  bill  which  is  purely  vol¬ 
untary;  is  that  correct? 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
right;  that  is  substantially  correct.  I 
thank  the  able  gentleman. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  I  have  one  more 
question  I  would  like  to  ask,  if  I  may. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 
Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  On  page  5  of 
the  bill,  in  the  second  paragi-aph,  I  find 
this: 

Until  July  1,  1959  any  person  herein  de¬ 
scribed  may  enlist  in  the  Army  National 
Guard,  the  Air  National  Guard,  or  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  or  in  any  unit  of  the  Reserve. 

Is  not  that  the  gist  of  the  gentleman’s 
bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct.  There  is  a  4-year  period  of  en¬ 
listment  that  can  be  had  voluntarily. 
We  hope  by  the  year  1960  that  we  can 
come  to  the  Congress  and  say  that  we 
have  a  Reserve  composed  of  prior  trained 
servicemen  who  have  at  least  6  months’ 
training  in  the  active  field. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  One  more  ques¬ 
tion,  if  I  may.  Then  under  this  bill,  if 
it  becomes  law,  no  boy  not  now  in  the 
service  will  be  required  or  compelled  or 
ordered  to  leave  his  home  and  go  to  the 
recruiting  station  and  enlist,  is  that  true? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct.  It  is  purely  voluntary. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  But  once  he  does 
enlist,  he  is  in  for  a  total  of  8  years,  6 
months  of  which  is  training  and  the 
balance  various  kinds  of  training,  the 
Standby  Reserve,  the  Ready  Reserve,  and 
so  forth.  Under  the  original  part  of  the 
legislation,  which  is  the  present  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  passed  by  this  Congress, 
he  has  a  total  of  8  years,  of  which  the 
first  2  years  are  active  training;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct.  I  can  say  this  for  these  young 
men  who  are  17  yeai-s  of  age  who  come 
down  and  volunteer  for  6  months,  that 
they  are  going  to  be  required  to  get  their 
parents’  consent,  just  as  all  minors  ai-e 
required  to  have  the  consent  of  their 
parents  before  entering  the  service. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FORD.  Earlier  in  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  bill  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
indicated  that  the  military  subcommit¬ 
tee  on  appropi'iations  had  been  ci-itical 
of  the  Resex-ve  program.  I  think  it  should 
be  pointed  out  in  all  fairness  that  any 
criticism  we  had  was  primarily  directed 
at  a  lack  of  manpower  and  not  necessar¬ 
ily  directed  at  the  management  of  the 
program.  As  I  understand  it,  this  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  is  a  big  step  forward  to 
produce  the  necessary  manpower. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes.  I 
will  say  that  we  have  a  legal  limit  on  the 
Ready  Reserve  now  of  IV2  million  men, 
but  we  actually  have  in  the  Ready  Re- 
sex-ve  2  V2  million  men.  We  do  not  train 
them.  There  is  no  procedure  which 
would  require  them  to  train  and  to  be 
well  organized  and  well  equipped  for  use 
in  the  immediate  emergency.  That  is 
what  we  have  provided. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 
Mr.  BELCHER.  Referring  to  the 
fourth  category,  where  the  man  is  draft- 
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ed  and  in  for  2  years,  and  then  is  liable 
for  3  additional  years,  what  is  the  pres¬ 
ent  law? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  pres¬ 
ent  law  is  for  a  total  of  8  years.  The  dif¬ 
ference  we  make  is  that  we  give  him 
encouragement,  let  him  do  good  work,  as 
is  shown  on  this  chart,  in  his  Reserve 
duty  training,  and  then  if  he  does  that 
we  release  him  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
where  he  will  have  no  training. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  But  it  does  not 
change  that  obligation  at  all. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It 
shortens  the  Ready  Reserve  obligation. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  say  first  of 
all  that  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am 
going  to  support  this  proposition  because 
I  think  it  is  needed  and  necessary. 

I  want  to  add  one  further  word  to  the 
proposition  raised  by  the  gentleman 
from  Hlinois  [Mr.  Allen]  .  In  the  course 
of  certain  conversations  about  this 
measure  some  question  was  raised.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  think  we  need 
some  reserves  other  than  the  boys  who 
have  already  served  4  years.  While  pos¬ 
sibly  it  might  not  be  effective  to  try  to 
write  definite  language  into  the  law  re¬ 
quiring  that  the  boys  in  the  Reserve  who 
come  in  for  the  6  months  in  the  Reserve 
be  called  first  in  all  cases,  I  think  the 
record  here  as  we  make  it  ought  to  make 
it  abundantly  clear  that  we  are  in  very 
large  measure  passing  this  legislation  to 
create  a  body  of  reserves  other  than 
among  the  boys  who  have  already  served 
2,  3,  or  4  years.  Wherever  possible  the 
people  having  the  program  in  charge 
should  call  the  boys  who  have  come  in 
for  the  6  months  to  be  a  part  of  the 
Reserves  ahead  of  the  boys  who  have 
already  served  their  time  but  are  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  a  certain  time  in  the 
Reserves. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That 
certainly  sounds  equitable.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  gentleman  to  page  17 
of  the  bill.  We  take  the  combat  veteran 
off  the  hook  in  this  bill,  because  under 
this  classification  he  will  not  be  called 
until  consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
others.  Then  we  provide  for  certain 
categories  which  I  commend  to  the 
Members  of  Congress  to  study. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  What  does  the 
gentleman  mean  by  a  combat  veteran? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  mean  a 
man  who  served  in  the  course  of  the 
Korean  war.  We  provide  for  the  date 
July  27, 1953.  That  was  the  termination 
of  the  Korean  war. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  So  that  if  I  join 
the  Army  or  the  Navy  and  do  my  enlist¬ 
ment,  whatever  it  is,  how  long  do  you 
put  me  in  the  Reserves,  then? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  de¬ 
pends  on  how  long  you  join.  If  you  en¬ 
list  for  5  years  you  are  in  the  Standby 
Reserve  with  no  obligation  of  training  of 
any  sort  for  3  years. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Yes,  but  you  are 
obligated  to  be  drafted  if  we  have  a  war. 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  You  are 
obligated  to  be  drafted  whether  you  are 
in  the  Reserves  or  not  if  we  have  an 
allout  war. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  How  many  Re¬ 
serves  do  we  have  now? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Two  million  two  hun¬ 
dred  thousand. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  We  have  3  million 
under  arms? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  are 
reducing  to  a  regular  establishment 
of  2,850,000. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  has  re¬ 
ferred  to  column  No.  4  as  the  draftee 
column  for  the  2  years. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Two 
years’  drafted  active  service,  the  balance 
is  in  the  Reserves. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Is  there  not  still  a  pos¬ 
sibility  of  volunteering  for  2  years  for 
service  in  the  Army? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes;  you 
can  go  in  through  the  Reserves  here  as 
a  volunteer,  and  then  sometime  in  the 
first  2  years  you  will  be  called  to  active 
duty  for  only  a  2 -year  active  period. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  thought  that  there  was 
a  Richards  amendment  that  was  still  in 
the  law  that  provided  that  a  man  could 
still  volunteer  for  2  years  of  active  duty 
in  the  Army. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana. .  This  is 
the  way  they  go  in,  but  I  understand  it 
is  legal  to  accept  2-year  volunteers. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  MORANO.  The  gentleman  made 
some  reference  indicating  that  this  bill 
may  change  the  status  of  graduate  ROTC 
men. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes;  it 
will  guarantee  him  a  commission.  It 
does  not  change  his  status,  but  it  will 
guarantee  that  he  will  get  a  commission 
when  he  finishes  the  ROTC  course. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Assuming  that  this 
bill  becomes  a  law,  with  what  graduating 
class  will  it  take  effect? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  will 
take  effect  within  2  months  after  the  bill 
is  passed  and  signed  and  becomes  a  law. 

Mr.  MORANO.  Does  that  mean  a  class 
graduating  this  June  would  come  under 
this  bill,  if  it  is  passed? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  it  be¬ 
comes  a  law  by  then. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  just  have  one  question. 
An  emergency  happens.  I  have  been  in 
the  Army  for  4  years.  You  have  been 
in  the  Army  for  6  months.  I  do  not  care 
whether  it  is  a  draftee  or  not.  Who  is 
better  prepared  to  handle  that  emer¬ 
gency  and  go  right  into  battle— the 
6-month  trainee  or  the  4-year  trainee? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Of  course, 
the  gentleman  answers  his  own  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MASON.  That  is  exactly  what 
the  gentleman  from  Hlinois  [Mr.  Allen] 
was  getting  at  and  what  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  was  get¬ 
ting  at.  The  fellow  who  is  best  able  to 
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do  the  job  that  is  needed  is  the  one  who 
is  going  to  be  called. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman,  in  my  opinion,  there 
would  be  few  volunteers  if  they  knew 
you  would  keep  taking  them  back  first 
in  the  event  of  an  emergency.  You 
would  have  no  volunteers  whatsoever. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  May  I 
point  out  that  the  man  who  is  in  the 
Standby  Reserve  will  not  be  called  out 
of  the  Standby  Reserve  to  active  duty 
except  through  the  draft  board.  The 
draft  board  will  screen  them  and  see 
that  equity  is  done. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  DevereuxL 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  first 
of  all  I  would  like  to  compliment  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks] 
for  his  extreme  patience  in  hearing  ev¬ 
erybody  and  anybody  who  had  anything 
to  say  about  this  bill,  with  the  exception 
of  one  person  who  came  before  us  about 
whom  we  knew  a  little  concerning  his 
background.  When  he  insisted  that  he 
would  not  answer  certain  questions  we 
immediately  arose  and  would  not  hear 
him  any  longer. 

First  of  all,  in  the  approach  of  this 
bill,  I  think  we  want  to  keep  in  mind 
that  this  bill  is  designed  to  meet  the 
needs  of  our  forces  so  that  we  can  prop¬ 
erly  defend  our  country.  You  must  not 
forget  that.  This  may  not  be  the  solu¬ 
tion,  but  certainly,  in  our  judgment,  the 
members  of  the  committee  and  the  sub¬ 
committee,  it  is  the  best  solution  we  have 
been  able  to  arrive  at  under  the  circum¬ 
stances.  We  are  not  just  trying  to  pile 
a  lot  of  people  in  and  push  them  through 
a  UMT  program.  We  are  trying  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  Ready  Reserve  that  could  be  called 
upon  in  case  of  emergency,  and  which 
will,  in  truth,  be  ready  so  far  as  we  can 
be  ready  with  a  Reserve  force.  We  must 
remember  that  we  have  a  6  months’ 
training  program  which  is  a  minimum. 
In  the  judgment  of  our  best  advisers  and 
in  our  best  judgment,  this  is  necessary 
to  give  a  foundation  so  that  men  who 
then  go  on  into  the  Reserve  units  and 
continue  with  their  training  will  be  of 
some  value;  a  ready  force,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  that  we  need  to  defend  our  country. 

The  question  about  whether  the  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  good  or  bad  is  just  like  any 
other  law  that  we  write.  Perhaps  we 
will  have  to  ride  herd  on  the  Department 
of  Defense  to  see  that  the  program  is 
properly  executed.  We  do  that  by  mak¬ 
ing  the  Defense  Department  come  back 
to  us  once  a  year  and  report  on  their 
stewardship.  We  have  given  a  certain 
amount  of  flexibility  to  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  because  you  have  so  very  many 
variables  to  be  considered  in  any  such 
program  as  this.  But  I  can  assure  you 
that  we  have  not  given  the  Department 
of  Defense  carte  blanche  so  far  as  the 
execution  of  this  law  is  concerned. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  criticism 
of  our  so-called  Reserve  as  of  today.  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  that  is  justified. 
However,  one  of  the  big  things  we  have 
found  during  our  hearings  was  that  we 
now  have  units  where  we  have  a  strong 
nucleus  of  officers  and  noncommissioned 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSI 


officers,  but  we  have  nothing  but  chiefs, 
and  no  Indians.  I  assure  you,  you  can¬ 
not  keep  officers  interested  unless  you 
have  some  tools  for  them  to  work  with. 

With  reference  to  the  question  about 
those  who  will  come  in  under  the  6 
months’  program,  I  know  there  will  be 
great  opposition  brought  to  bear  upon 
that  section,  saying  it  will  disrupt  the 
high  school  programs  of  various  boys. 
Remember,  they  will  not  be  accepted  un¬ 
less  they  have  their  parents’  consent. 
So  that  puts  to  rest  that  part  of  it. 

I  think  perhaps  it  was  not  brought  out 
too  clearly,  but,  for  instance,  those  men 
who  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  or  the 
Reserves  are  enlisted  for  8  years — 2  years 
of  which  will  be  on  active  duty.  So  that 
they  do,  in  fact,  have  6  years’  Reserve 
obligation.  However,  we  say,  “If  you 
properly  and  faithfully  perform  your 
Ready  Reserve  obligation — that  is,  1  or 
2  or  3  years — then  you  go  over  into  the 
Standby  Reserve.”  That  is  the  same 
program  we  have  for  all  of  these  men, 
with  the  exception  of  the  6-month  boys. 
The  reason  we  cannot  make  that  pro¬ 
gram  too  attractive  is  the  fear  that  it 
might  be  so  attractive  that  you  would 
have  everybody  going  into  that  program 
and  it  would  cut  down  on  our  volunteer 
program. 

A  man  who  serves  5  years’  active  duty 
goes  immediately  into  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve.  On  this  whole  program  we  are 
trying  to  design  it  for  a  long-range  pull. 
We  have  blown  hot  and  we  have  blown 
cold.  We  have  had  our  peaks  and  our 
valleys.  But  we  must  set  up  a  sound 
plan.  One  alternative  we  have  is  the 
one  we  had  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war.  We  had  no  Ready  Reserve. 
As  a  result  we  called  on  everybody  and 
anybody,  helter  skelter,  hither  and  yon. 
We  all  know  the  objections  we  had  to 
that.  Many  men  were  called  to  active 
duty  who  should  not  have  been  called. 
But  under  this  program  we  will  continu¬ 
ously  screen  men,  first  from  active  duty 
in  the  Ready  Reserves.  Then,  while  they 
are  in  the  Ready  Reserves,  they  will  be 
continuously  screened  as  to  whether  or 
not  they  should  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 
When  we  speak  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  we 
want  people  who  are  ready  to  go  at  a  mo¬ 
ment’s  notice.  We  will  screen  out  the 
people  who  have  hardship  cases,  because 
their  status  has  changed,  because  they 
have  essential  skills,  and  so  on.  We  will 
not  disrupt  the  economy  of  our  country. 
In  that  way  we  will  take  away  many 
of  the  objections  that  some  people  have 
to  this  bill. 

I  cannot  see  any  easy  way  out  on  pro¬ 
viding  these  forces.  To,  you  who  can 
find  an  easy  way  out,  my  hat  is  off  to  you. 
It  is  our  responsibility  to  provide  defense 
forces  for  our  country.  We  must  provide 
them  one  way  or  another,  either  by  a 
strong  Ready  Reserve  or  a  huge  stand¬ 
ing  force.  We  have  no  other  choice. 
If,  however,  we  have  a  properly  trained 
Reserve,  then  we  can,  in  my  judgment, 
reduce  our  standing  forces  to  a  degree. 

As  far  as  I  personally  am  concerned,  I 
am  willing  to  accept  my  responsibility 
and  vote  in  support  of  this  measure. 

I  think,  however,  before  this  debate 
goes  very  much  further  we  are  going  to 
hear  a  great  deal  of  criticism  of  the  mili- 


taire.  Perhaps  I  should  not  bring  this 
up,  having  served  a  few  years  in  the  Reg¬ 
ular  forces  myself,  but  let  us  not  forget 
this: 

It  was  Tommy  this  and  Tommy  that 
And  Tommy  go  away. 

But  it  was  "Howdy,  Mr.  Atkins” 

When  the  band  began  to  play. 

Fortunately,  the  band  is  not  playing 
now,  but  let  us  not  be  so  shortsighted 
that  we  will  not  vote  to  support  the  rea¬ 
sonable  program  which  your  Committee 
on  the  Armed  Services  has  presented. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Ml-.  DEVEREUX.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  We  all  have  tremendous 
respect  for  the  gentleman’s  experience 
and  ability.  Will  the  gentleman  tell  us, 
or  will  we  find  in  the  report  some  place 
an  explanation,  how  this  6  months’ 
training  plus  48  hours  or  evenings,  plus 
2  weeks,  is  going  to  provide  an  Active 
Reserve  that  is  able  to  go  into  action 
immediately  when  there  is  an  emer¬ 
gency?  In  prior  times  we  found  when 
we  had  a  National  Guard  with  some  sim¬ 
ilar  amounts  of  training  that  they  had 
to  go  to  camp  for  6  months  or  a  year 
before  they  could  go  into  battle. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  believe  I  can  ex¬ 
plain  that  to  a  degree.  They,  of  course, 
will  not  be  battle-worthy  troops,  there 
is  no  question  about  that;  to  think  so 
would  be  to  fool  ourselves.  However, 
they  will  be  very  much  better  prepared 
than  under  our  present  program  and  pri¬ 
marily  because  in  the  National  Guard 
and  the  Reserve  units,  when  a  man  en¬ 
lists  he  goes  directly  for  6  months’  train¬ 
ing.  Without  it  he  would  be  a  very,  very 
raw  recruit  and  as  a  result  your  officers 
and  senior  noncommissioned  officers 
have  to  devote  the  greater  part  of  their 
time  and  attention  to  training  them  in 
the  fundamental  school  of  the  soldier, 
and  so  forth;  whereas  with  this  6 
months’  program  he  will  have  accom¬ 
plished  that  and  the  man  will  have  gone 
on  into  specialized  training.  Then  when 
the  man  goes  into  the  Reserves  it  will  be 
possible  to  go  ahead  with  the  unit  train¬ 
ing.  Do  I  make  myself  clear  on  that? 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  How  does  the  Reserve  ob¬ 
ligation  of  a  man  who  elects  a  2-year 
period  of  active  duty  compare  with  the 
Reserve  obligation  of  a  man  who  ignores 
it  altogether  and  elects  to  be  called  up 
by  selective  service? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  As  far  as  the  Re¬ 
serve  obligation  is  concerned  it  is  exactly 
the  same  whether  the  man  enlists  or  is 
drafted;  the  total  service  is  exactly  the 
same. 

Mr.  JONAS.  But  in  the  matter  of  his 
obligation  in  the  Reserves,  how  will  his 
length  of  service  in  the  Reserves  com¬ 
pare? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  It  is  shown  by  this 
chart. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Are  we  requiring  the 
men  who  are  discharged  now  after  an 
experience  of  2  years  to  enter  the  Re¬ 
serves?  We  are  not  sending  them  to  the 
Reserves,  are  we? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Yes.  They  go  into 
the  Reserves. 
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Mr.  JONAS.  I  know,  but  they  do  not 
have  these  48  drills  a  year,  they  do  not  go 
into  the  Active  Reserve. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  They  have  an  ob¬ 
ligation  and,  fortunately,  to  a  certain  de¬ 
gree,  men  are  recognizing  the  obligation 
of  going  into  it.  As  far  as  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  thing  is  concerned,  the 
Defense  Department  has  been  hesitant 
to  implement  the  law. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Nelson-]. 

(Mr.  NELSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
with  the  greatest  reluctance  I  rise  to  ex¬ 
press  grave  doubts  as  to  the  validity  of 
this  measure.  I  had  not  the  opportunity 
of  serving  on  the  subcommittee  which 
sincerely  and  earnestly  studied  it  for  a 
good  many  days.  I  had  only  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  reading  most  of  the  volumi¬ 
nous  testimony  and  hearing  the  testi¬ 
mony  that  was  adduced  before  the  full 
committee.  It  is  with  a  great  deal  of 
trepidation,  therefore,  that  I  rise  to  ex¬ 
press  these  doubts,  because  I  have  just 
been  informed  that  the  administration 
thoroughly  supports  this  measure. 

Who  am  I  to  question  the  judgment  of 
the  greatest  military  geniuses  of  our 
time?  I  would,  however,  in  the  small 
time  allowed  me,  as  a  plain  country  law¬ 
yer  from  Maine,  as  a  man  who  has 
served  his  country,  and  who  has  served 
in  a  Reserve  unit  and  who  is  presently 
a  member  of  the  Air  National  Guard, 
like  to  express  the  doubts  which  I  have 
about  this  bill. 

In  the  first  place,  the  key  to  our  de¬ 
fense  in  this  atomic  age  is  a  fine  combat- 
ready  standing  force.  Whether  you  be¬ 
lieve  in  the  theory  of  atomic  retaliation 
or  you  believe  in  fighting  all  of  these 
peripheral  wars,  the  first  requisite  is  a 
combat  ready  Air  Force,  a  combat  ready 
Navy  and  ground  force. 

What  does  this  bill  do  in  that  respect? 
If  you  will  read  the  testimony  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Air  Force  and  of 
the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Navy  you  will 
find  there  is  a  question  in  their  minds, 
and  a  grave  question,  as  to  what  affect 
this  bill  providing  for  the  volunteer  in¬ 
duction  of  6  months’  trainees  in  numbers 
between  100,000  to  250,000  will  have  on 
the  4-year  enlistees  which  the  Navy  and 
the  Air  Force  have  so  long  acquired. 
They  express  a  doubt  that  if  this  goes 
on  and  is  poorly  administered,  as  it 
might  be,  it  will  seriously  affect  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments  in  those  two  branches 
of  the  service.  There  can  be  no  question 
but  what  it  does  each  year  dry  up  to  the 
extent  of  100,000  to  250,000  men,  men 
who  might  otherwise  be  volunteer  en¬ 
listees  in  the  Air  Force  and  in  the  Navy. 

Here  is  the  second  thing  that  gives  me 
concern  about  this  bill.  It  is  true  that  a 
subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Forces  is  still  considering  the 
matter.  It  is  the  fact  it  does  not  do 
anything  to  remedy  this  Nation’s  plight 
with  regard  to  scientific  and  engineering 
personnel.  It  does  not  do  a  thing  in 
that  respect.  I  know  that  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  wants  to  ask  a  question, 
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but  If  he  will  let  me  go  on  I  think  I  will 
cover  it. 

We  had  testimony  before  our  commit¬ 
tee  that  this  Nation  is  presently  produc¬ 
ing  22,000  scientific  and  engineering 
personnel  a  year  as  against  54,000  being 
produced  in  Russia.  All  this  bill  does  is 
to  say  that  those  who  are  employed  in 
scientific  and  engineering  pursuits  es¬ 
sential  to  the  national  defense  can  vol¬ 
unteer  for  6  months  and  thereby  be 
taken  away  from  essential  defense  work 
for  6  months.  Is  there  any  necessity 
for  that? 

Third,  this  bill  further  complicates 
the  situation  of  American  youth  in  plan¬ 
ning  their  future.  It  just  adds  another 
bewildering,  confusing  alternative;  and 
If  you  do  not  think  it  is  bewildering  and 
confusing,  just  read  the  terms  of  this 
bill.  Shall  he  volunteer  for  6  months? 
Shall  he  take  a  chance  on  being  drafted? 
Shall  he  go  to  school  and  try  to  be  de¬ 
ferred,  then  when  he  gets  older  be 
drafted  for  2  years? 

If  you  are  going  to  have  a  scientific 
and  engineering  personnel,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  [Mr.  HinshawI 
has  so  ably  told  our  committee,  these 
boys  must  be  able  to  plan  their  future, 
plan  their  education,  plan  their  gradu¬ 
ate  work.  We  are  woefully  behind  in 
scientific  and  engineering  personnel. 

Just  what  does  this  bill  do,  when  you 
analyze  it?  The  first  way  to  analyze  it 
is  to  note  those  who  appeared  in  opposi¬ 
tion.  There  appeared  in  opposition  to 
this  bill  the  Air  Force  Association,  the 
Naval  Reserve  Association,  the  National 
Guard,  and  the  Air  National  Guard,  all 
in  opposition  to  the  bill.  The  Air  Force 
Reserves  and  the  Naval  Reserves  say 
they  want  to  continue  the  reserve  sys¬ 
tem  that  is  voluntary  and  they  want  no 
part  of  a  compulsory  reserve  system. 
Read,  if  you  will,  the  testimony  of  the 
Air  Force  and  the  Navy — lukewarm,  very 
lukewarm,  in  their  endorsement  of  this 
measure,  an  endorsement,  I  think  I  may 
say,  because  for  almost  a  year  I  learned 
part  of  the  politics  I  now  possess  over  in 
the  Pentagon,  because  it  was  part  of 
a  Pentagon  arrangement  between  the 
services. 

The  title  of  this  bill  should  be  “A  bill 
to  build  up  the  reserves  of  the  Army,” 
because  neither  the  Navy  nor  the  Air 
Force  want  any  part  of  compulsory  re¬ 
serves,  nor  do  they  want  any  part  of  the 
6  months’  trainees. 

The  Navy  and  the  Air  Force  need  4- 
year  enlistees,  and  there  is  every  reason 
in  the  world  that  they  need  those  4 -year 
enlistees,  after  they  have  completed 
their  training,  because  modern  techno¬ 
logical  warfare  requires  that  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy  have  these  technical 
men  in  their  Reserves  and  not  just  6- 
month  trainees.  I  believe  that  this  bill 
will  weaken  rather  than  strengthen  our 
reserve  system.  It  is  a  bill  primarily  to 
build  up  the  Army  Reserve.  Will  it  suc¬ 
ceed?  Who  knows?  How  many  young 
men  17  to  19  would  volunteer  to  go  in  6 
months  with  a  7,/4-year  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tion?  If  it  does  not  work,  what  is  the 
Army  going  to  do?  The  next  thing  for 
the  Army  to  do  is  to  come  in  here,  not 
to  ask  for  universal  military  training — 
I  do  not  use  that  word — but  to  come  in 


here  and  ask  this  Congress  to  conscript 
6 -month  trainees  in  the  proper  Reserve. 
And  then  what  a  story  we  will  have. 
While  we  are  conscripting  young  people 
for  6  months  to  go  into  the  Army  we  will 
be  drafting  the  young  men  living  next 
door  to  him  to  go  into  the  Army  for  2 
years. 

Now,  I  believe  that  this  legislation  is 
in  large  measure  not  legislation  but  a 
complete  delegation  of  our  legislative 
authority  to  the  Executive.  In  the  first 
place,  for  the  first  time  to  my  knowledge 
we  are  giving  the  President  the  unprece¬ 
dented  authority  of  calling  up  a  million 
reservists  without  the  consent  of  Con¬ 
gress.  Prior  to  that,  he  could  call  up  the 
Reserves,  but  Congress  had  to  specify  in 
what  number. 

Now,  read  the  terms  of  the  bill.  It  is  a 
complete  delegation  of  authority  to  the 
military.  It  gives  them  complete  con¬ 
trol  over  the  lives  of  these  youths.  What 
of  these  6-month  trainees?  It  is  noted 
in  the  bill  that  persons  with  critical  skills 
engaged  in  critical  defense  supporting 
industries  may  be  allowed  to  fulfill  their 
military  obligation  by  serving  on  active 
duty  for  training.  Who  determines 
that?  The  President,  undoubtedly, 
through  the  military.  Then  it  sets  up  a 
system  of  screening  where  you  get  a 
proper  distribution  of  critical  skills  be¬ 
tween  military  service  and  essential 
civilian  service.  Who  determines  that? 
The  military  again;  not  your  local  draft 
boards,  but  the  military.  Then,  when 
you  finally  get  the  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  in  the  Standby  Reserve,  you  flop 
over  again  and  let  the  draft  board  deter¬ 
mine  how  that  Standby  shall  be  screened. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NELSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  from 
Maine  has  advised  the  committee  that 
he  is  opposed  to  this  bill.  Does  he  not 
think  he  is  under  obligation  to  advise 
the  committee  of  a  plan  or  what  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  do  about  it?  What  suggestion 
does  the  gentleman  have  to  offer  in  lieu 
of  this  proposal? 

Mr.  NELSON.  Well,  I  would  say  to  my 
distinguished  chairman,  the  illustrious 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  that  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Maine  had  had  more  than 
10  minutes,  now  almost  gone,  he  would 
certainly  endeavor  to  answer  his  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Aimed  Services,  and  he  had  ample  op¬ 
portunity  there  in  the  committee  to  point 
out  what  should  take  the  place  of  this 
program.  I  am  not  trying  to  be  critical, 
but  I  would  appreciate  it,  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  would  appreciate  it,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  would  be  benefited  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  would  offer  his  alternative  to  this 
proposition. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Well,  there  are  a  good 
many  alternatives,  I  would  say  to  my 
distinguished  chairman.  I  would  just 
suggest  one  to  him  that  was  suggested 
to  me  by  the  members  of  the  National 
Guard.  The  National  Guard  feel  that 
they  could  completely  and  adequately 
take  care  of  this  problem  if  their  appro - 
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priation  was  increased  and  their  quota 
increased  to  take  care  of  this  number  of 
men,  100,000  a  year.  But  the  Army  does 
not  want  them  in  the  guard. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NELSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  concerning  the  language 
on  page  5  where  it  says  three  different 
times  about  what  people  may  enlist  or 
volunteer  for  this  particular  6-month 
training.  If  the  gentleman  will  refer  to 
page  5,  he  will  see  that  it  says: 

Until  July  1,  1959,  any  person  herein  de¬ 
scribed  may,  within  quotas — • 

And  so  forth.  Then  on  line  12  it  says; 

Under  such  regulations  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  *  *  * 
any  person  who  has  not  been  ordered  to  re¬ 
port  for  induction  under  this  act  may  be 
enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty — 

And  so  forth.  Then  on  line  20  it  says ; 

Any  person  who  is  under  the  age  of  19 
years  and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  re¬ 
port  for  induction  under  this  act  may  be 
enlisted  to  serve — 

There  are  three  different  conditions. 
The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks]  referred  to  a  boy  17  to  19  years 
of  age  as  being  the  only  one  eligible  for 
this,  and  yet  there  are  two  other  classi¬ 
fications  of  persons.  Now,  what  applies? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  will  say 
this:  If  the  gentleman  will  read  those 
sentences  very  carefully  and  study  them, 
as  I  did  last  night,  he  will  find  that  they 
are  entirely  harmonious;  that  a  young 
man  17  to  19,  before  the  draft  board  gets 
behind  him,  can  avail  himself  of  this  6 
months’  volunteer  program. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Of  course,  that  is 
covered  by  the  previous  language,  that 
any  person  can,  but  he  does  not  have  to 
be  17  to  19. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That 
means  anyone  17  to  19,  provided  the 
draft  board  has  not  yet  sent  him  notice. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  If  the  gentleman  will 
read  the  language  beginning  on  line  16, 
he  will  see  that  it  says: 

Any  person  who  has  not  been  ordered  to 
report  for  Induction  under  this  act  may  be 
enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing — 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  re¬ 
fers  to  those  who  are  17  to  19,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  see  when  he  studies  the  bill 
carefully. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  next  line  reads — 
that  is,  line  20 — 
who  is  under  the  age  of  19  years. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Then  there  is  dupli¬ 
cation  of  language  there. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  There  is 
some  duplication,  but  it  does  not  hurt 
the  bill. 

Mi’.  HINSHAW.  I  am  bringing  up  the 
question  because  I  know  these  boys,  and 
when  they  start  reading  this  language 
and  try  to  find  out  what  it  means,  they 
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are  going  to  be  confused,  just  as  is  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  is  not  confused. 
He  knows  what  it  means. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maine  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Johansen]. 

(Mi\  JOHANSEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  on 
many  aspects  of  military  legislation  I 
defer  to  the  experienced  judgment  of  my 
colleagues  in  this  House  who,  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
the  House  Appropriations  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Subcommittee,  or  the  Government 
Operations  Committee,  have  made  these 
subjects  a  matter  of  extended  and  inten¬ 
sive  study  over  the  years.  I  expect  to 
continue  to  do  so,  at  least  until  I  have 
acquired  a  great  deal  more  experience 
and  wisdom  in  this  highly  technical  and 
specialized  field  than  I  now  possess. 

But  from  time  to  time  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  in  the  military  field  also  involve 
basic  principles  and  issues  of  govern¬ 
mental  philosophy  important  to  all 
Americans,  vitally  related  to  our  very 
form  of  government  and  directly  affect¬ 
ing  the  lives,  plans,  and  freedom  of  our 
citizens. 

A  Member  of  Congress — even  a  new 
Member — who  addresses  himself  to  such 
a  subject  does  not  thereby  assume  the 
role  of  technical  expert  but  rather,  it 
seems  to  me,  meets  a  fundamental  obli¬ 
gation  as  an  elected  Representative  un¬ 
der  our  constitutional  system. 

I  feel  very  strongly  that  the  legisla¬ 
tive  subject  involved  in  H.  R.  5297,  the 
national  Reserve  plan,  partakes  of  this 
broad  character  and  imposes  this  re¬ 
sponsibility.  I  am  impelled  to  speak  be¬ 
cause  there  is  no  issue  before  this  pres¬ 
ent  Congress  which  has  brought  to  my 
desk  as  large  a  volume  of  correspondence 
from  my  district,  both  pro  and  con.  I 
am  further  emboldened  to  speak  on  this 
subject  by  the  fact  that  my  deep  interest 
in  this  matter  had  its  genesis  in  my  3y2 
years’  association  with  my  distinguished 
and  beloved  predecessor,  the  late  Con¬ 
gressman  Paul  W.  Shafer,  who  served 
long  and  ably  as  a  member  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee. 

Let  me  preface  my  statement  of  views 
on  this  proposed  legislation  with  a 
a  rather  elementary  analysis  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  before  us. 

We  are  dealing  here  with  one  facet  of 
the  broad  problem  of  procuring  needed 
manpower  for  the  Armed  Forces — in  this 
case  for  the  National  Guard  and  a  Ready 
Reserve.  The  proposal  before  us  en¬ 
visions  a  total  Ready  Reserve  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2,900,000.  I  am  not  here  con¬ 
cerned  with  any  question  as  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  size  of  this  force  but  solely  with 
the  question  of  the  proposed  methods  of 
military  manpower  procurement  under 
this  program. 

Now,  fundamentally,  there  are  three 
methods  of  procuring  military  man¬ 
power,  whether  for  active  duty  forces  or 
for  the  Reserves — First,  the  voluntary 


method;  second,  the  compulsory  method; 
and,  third,  the  threat-of -compulsion 
method. 

Today  the  voluntary  method  of  re¬ 
cruitment  has  become  very  limited  and 
circumscribed  in  its  operation  due,  of 
course,  to  the  continuation  of  the  draft 
with  the  factors  of  compulsion  and 
threat-of-compulsion  which  this  in¬ 
volves. 

Once  upon  a  time  in  American  history 
all  military  manpower  was  recruited  by 
the  voluntary  method.  Today  the  only 
true  and  identifiable  volunteers  are  the 
men  who  enlist  or  reenlist  for  military 
service — Active  or  Reserve — after  hav¬ 
ing  fulfilled  their  draft  duty  require¬ 
ments. 

The  compulsory  method  of  military 
manpower  procurement  is  self-explana¬ 
tory.  It  applies  specifically  to  those 
whom  General  Hershey  taps  on  the 
shoulder. 

The  ultimate  application  of  this  meth¬ 
od  occurs  in  wartime  when  all  voluntary 
enlistments  are  arbitrarily  suspended. 
The  ultimate  application  of  this  method 
in  peacetime  would  occur  under  a  system 
of  universal  compulsory  military  train¬ 
ing  and/ or  service. 

The  third  method  of  military  man¬ 
power  procurement — the  threat-of-com¬ 
pulsion  method — is  something  new  so 
far  as  the  nonwartime  experience  of  the 
American  people  is  concerned.  It  is  the 
product  of  the  carry-over  of  the  draft 
into  peacetime.  This  method  can  be 
described  with  equal  accuracy  as  a  quasi¬ 
voluntary  method  and  as  a  quasi-com- 
pulsory  method.  It  is  a  sort  of  twilight 
zone  between  absolute  voluntarism  and 
absolute  compulsion.  It  is  neither  white 
nor  black  but  gray. 

With  the  extension  of  the  draft  law 
and  the  draft  threat  there  exists  a  cli¬ 
mate  of  compulsion  which  brings  in 
enlistees  without  the  formality  of  an 
induction  order.  Today’s  lowered  draft 
quotas  indicate  that  this  is  numerically 
the  most  productive  source  of  military 
manpower  at  the  present  time. 

I  should  note  in  this  connection  one 
subsidiary  but  nonetheless  important 
fact.  Undoubtedly  under  this  threat- 
of-compulsion  situation  there  are  many 
young  men  who  are  bona  fide  but  unrec¬ 
ognized  true  volunteers.  These  are  the 
young  men  who  would  enter  the  service 
as  a  career  even  if  there  were  no  draft 
threat  hanging  over  their  heads  but  who, 
because  of  this  existing  threat,  cannot 
actually  be  identified  as  true  volunteers. 

It  is  unfortunate,  indeed,  that  the  ex¬ 
isting  climate  of  compulsion  and  threat- 
of-compulsion  obscures  the  identity  of 
these  young  men.  It  is  particularly  un¬ 
fortunate  that  it  also  obscures  the  true 
numerical  potential  of  a  genuine  volun¬ 
tary  method  of  military  manpower  pro¬ 
curement.  This  fact,  of  course,  enables 
the  advocate  of  the  compulsory  and 
threat-of-compulsion  methods  to  argue 
that  we  are  getting  our  present  large 
number  of  enlistments  only  because  the 
youth  of  America  have  General  Hershey 
breathing  down  their  necks. 

Both  historically  and  in  the  present 
operation  of  our  military  manpower  pro¬ 
curement  system,  there  are  varying  shifts 
in  emphasis  on  these  several  methods 
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of  manpower  procurement.  Sometimes 
these  shifts  are  made  by  administrative 
decision  and  action,  as,  for  example,  by 
the  raising  or  lowering  of  draft  quotas. 

But  the  initial,  basic  policy  decisions — • 
for  example,  application  of  the  compul¬ 
sion  or  threat-of-compulsion  methods  to 
some  new  area  of  military  manpower 
procurement — these  decisions  are  legis¬ 
lative.  They  require  the  concurrence  of 
the  Congress. 

Today  we  are  faced  with  just  such  a 
basic,  legislative  policy  decision  in  the 
form  of  H.  R.  5297. 

Today  we  are  being  asked  to  make 
fundamental,  far-reaching,  precedent¬ 
breaking  and  precedent-setting  shifts  of 
emphasis  and  of  authority  to  the  com¬ 
pulsion  and  threat-of-compulsion  meth¬ 
ods  in  the  manner  of  procuring  military 
manpower  for  the  National  Guard  and 
the  Ready  Reserve. 

To  be  sure  the  shift  is  being  attempted 
on  an  easy-stages,  painless,  noiseless, 
soft-pedal,  blandly  reassuring,  rubber- 
caster  basis.  But  it  is  a  very  real  shift 
that  is  being  undertaken.  Moreover, 
there  are  some  not  so  reassuring,  not  so 
noiseless,  voices  in  the  background  which 
have  plainly  said  that  this  is  only  a 
beginning. 

Let  me  refer  to  just  two  such  funda¬ 
mental  changes  involved  in  this  bill. 
And  let  me  interpret  these  proposed 
changes  in  terms  of  this  threefold 
method  of  military  manpower  procure¬ 
ment  I  have  described. 

The  first  major  provision  of  this  bill 
would  give  100,000  to  250,000  predraft  age 
youths  annually  the  option  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  enlist  in  the  National  Guard  or 
Ready  Reserve,  undergo  6  months  of 
active  training,  and  then  be  deferred 
from  the  draft  subject  to  satisfactory 
participation  in  regular  training  for  an 
additional  7  Vz  years.  The  training  would 
involve  48  weekly  drill  periods  a  year 
and  2  weeks  in  an  annual  training  camp 
or,  in  lieu  thereof,  30  days  in  an  annual 
training  camp.  Failure  to  maintain 
training  would  make  the  enlistee  liable 
to  induction  for  2  years  active  duty. 
While  ostensibly  applicable  to  all 
branches  of  the  service,  the  bulk  of  the 
enlistees — 99  percent — would  be  assigned 
to  the  Army  Ready  Reserves  after  their 
initial  6  months  training. 

This,  of  course,  is  an  extension  and 
application  to  the  National  Guard  and 
the  Ready  Reserves  of  the  threat-of- 
compulsion  method  of  recruitment. 

This  has  been  facetiously  described  as 
a  “bargain  basement”  deal  for  young 
men  who  face  the  draft  threat.  I  am  not 
so  sure  of  the  accuracy  of  that  descrip¬ 
tion. 

I  think  it  is  a  more  accurate  and  forth¬ 
right  description  to  say  that  this  is  an 
opportunity  for  these  young  men  to  take 
their  compulsion  on  the  installment  plan, 
with  a  downpayment  of  6  months’  active 
duty  for  training;  with  a  IV2  year  mort¬ 
gage  on  their  time,  plans  and  freedom 
after  the  downpayment;  with  regular 
weekly  and  annual  installments,  and 
finally,  with  an  unconscionably  large 
forfeiture  clause — 2  years  of  compulsory 
active  duty — for  failure,  anywhere  along 
the  line,  to  keep  up  on  the  installment 
payments. 
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There  may  be  some  honest  differences 
of  opinion  as  to  just  how  great  a  bargain 
this  really  is. 

Now  I  want  to  be  entirely  fair  and 
realistic  about  this  particular  proposal 
and  the  problem  that  it  is  designed  to 
solve. 

I  fully  realize  that  there  are  problems 
of  military  manpower  procurement  for 
the  Ready  Reserves,  and  particularly  so 
far  as  the  Army’s  Ready  Reserve  is  con¬ 
ceited. 

I  do  not  question  the  desirability  and 
need  for  an  Army  Ready  Reserve,  pro¬ 
vided  its  size  is  kept  within  sound  and 
realistic  limits  and  provided  it  is  not  a 
universal  military  training  program  in 
disguise. 

I  am  not  prepared  to  dispute  the  value 
of  some  period  of  preparatory  basic 
training  for  men  who  are  to  enter  the 
Ready  Reserves.  I  belong  to  the  old 
Civilian  Military  Training  Camp  era. 

Moreover,  while  I  prefer  the  genuinely 
voluntary  method  of  recruiting  man¬ 
power  for  the  Ready  Reserves,  I  would 
favor  an  optional  enlistment  in  this  pro¬ 
gram  under  threat  of  draft  compulsion 
over  any  form  of  outright  compulsory 
recruitment  for  the  Ready  Reserves. 

Accordingly,  I  have  no  basic  objection 
to  offering  the  prospective  draftee  some 
type  of  optional  enlistment  in  the  Ready 
Reserves  in  lieu  of  draft  induction  and 
with  a  requirement  that  he  maintain 
training  standards  in  the  Reserves.  I 
understand  this  is  now  done  with  respect 
to  National  Guard  recruits. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  question  very 
seriously  the  necessity  or  wisdom  of  ex¬ 
tending  this  period  of  obligated  training 
for  as  long  as  1V2  years. 

I  say  all  of  this,  however,  with  three 
very  important  reservations.  These  res¬ 
ervations  are  so  important  in  my  mind 
that  I  am  unable  and  unwilling  to  vote 
for  this  proposal  at  this  time. 

The  first  reservation  is  based  on  the 
fact  that  the  bill  originally  submitted  by 
the  Pentagon  called  for  compulsory 
drafting  of  men  for  the  Ready  Reserves 
if  the  optional-enlistment  method  failed 
to  provide  the  quotas  set  for  the  Ready 
Reserves. 

I  congratulate  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  for  its  wisdom  in  striking  out 
this  provision. 

However,  I  am  well  aware  that  the 
Army  can  be  expected  to  come  back  next 
year,  or  the  year  after,  with  the  report 
that  the  optional-enlistment  plan  has 
not  worked  and  with  the  demand  that 
they  be  given  authority  to  draft.  I  am 
sure  that  a  great  many  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  of  this  House 
have  the  same  opinion,  and  I  am  sure, 
I  regret  to  say,  that  the  Army  will  see 
to  it  that  the  optional-enlistment  plan 
does  not  work  because  they  want  to  ex¬ 
tent  the  compulsory  method  of  man¬ 
power  recruitment  to  the  National  Guard 
and  Ready  Reserves.  Their  dream  of 
universal  military  training  dies  hard. 

There  is  a  second  very  important  reser¬ 
vation  in  my  mind  so  far  as  this  particu¬ 
lar  proposal  is  concerned.  I  have  in 
mind  that  the  Navy  and  Air  Force  have 
indicated  no  compelling  need  or  desire 
for  this  particular  feature,  apparently 
because  they  are  finding  that  the  volun¬ 
tary  and  optional-enlistment  method  of 


manpower  recruitment  is  working  suc¬ 
cessfully  so  far  as  their  Reserve  pro¬ 
curement  needs  are  concerned. 

I  also  have  in  mind  the  fact  that 
some  grave  misgivings  were  expressed 
by  Navy  and  Air  Force  witnesses  that 
this  proposal  for  optional  enlistments 
for  training  only  might  seriously  com¬ 
pete  and  conflict  with  their  own  pro¬ 
grams  of  long-term  enlistments.  Obvi¬ 
ously  there  is  more  than  one  side  to  the 
issue,  even  in  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
military. 

I  have  still  another  very  important 
reservation  so  far  as  this  particular 
proposal  is  concerned.  I  have  been 
amazed  and  shocked  by  the  charges 
made  by  responsible  and  knowledgeable 
Members  of  this  House  that  the  Army 
has  not  really  tried  to  build  up  its  Ready 
Reserves  and  has  not  really  tried  to 
make  methods  of  military  manpower 
procurement,  other  than  compulsory  or 
threat-of-compulsion  methods,  really 
succeed. 

In  saying  this  I  have  in  mind  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Sikes]  in  this  House  only  last  Wed¬ 
nesday  during  debate  on  the  Defense 
Department  appropriation  bill: 

It  is  of  great  concern  to  this  committee 
that  no  really  workable  Reserve  program 
has  been  brought  forward  in  all  the  years 
since  World  War  U.  The  committee  has 
seriously  wondered  on  many  occasions 
whether  there  is  a  real  interest  in  and  ap¬ 
preciation  for  the  Reserves  among  many  of 
the  professional  soldiers  who  dominate  the 
thinking  in  the  Pentagon. 

And  Mr.  Sikes  went  on  to  point  out 
that — 

Reserves  are  pushed  around  in  little 
ways — denied  promotions,  denied  even  the 
right  to  participate  in  study  courses  after 
the  age  of  45.  Heretofore  they  have  been 
denied  the  right  of  weekend  drills.  Our 
committee  assumed  that  a  quirk  in  the  law 
was  at  fault,  but  found  that  there  simply 
had  been  no  implementation  of  regulations 
to  permit  weekend  training  of  Reserves. 

I  have  in  mind  also  that  this  charge 
was  repeated  by  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Curtis]  and  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  during  their  able 
discussion  of  this  bill  last  Sunday  on  the 
television  program  Both  Sides  of  the 
Aisle. 

I  have  in  mind  the  apologetic  “Maybe 
we  haven’t  done  as  well  as  we  should, 
but  we  will  promise  to  try  to  do  better” 
note  in  the  testimony  of  Defense  and 
Army  Department  witnesses  before  the 
Armed  Services  subcommittee. 

Further,  I  have  in  mind  the  statement 
made  before  the  subcommittee  by  our 
distinguished  former  colleague,  retired 
Maj.  Gen.  Melvin  A.  Maas,  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Corps,  that  “90  percent 
of  the  question  of  whether  we  are  going 
to  have  an  effective  Ready  Reserves  is 
not  the  amendments  to  the  laws  we  are 
passing,  but  it  is  a  question  of  whether 
we  are  going  to  have  actual  facilities  and 
a  real  training  program.” 

I  have  in  mind  General  Maas’  testi¬ 
mony  that  “in  the  areas  where  there  are 
adequate  facilities,  proper  leadership 
and  real  training  programs,  you  have 
waiting  lists”  for  the  Reserves. 
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I  have  particularly  in  mind  that  in 
answer  to  a  specific  question  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Johnson]  as  to  whether  he  in¬ 
cluded  the  Army  in  that  statement. 
General  Maas  replied  emphatically  in 
the  affirmative  and  stated  that  in  places 
where  the  Army  does  have  the  facilities, 
programs  and  leadership  they  are  get¬ 
ting  results. 

I  have  in  mind,  finally,  the  question 
asked  Col.  Robert  J.  Philpott,  president 
of  the  Active  Duty  Reservists  Associa¬ 
tion,  by  my  esteemed  friend,  the  rank¬ 
ing  minority  member  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  [Mr.  Short]  and  Colonel 
Philpott’s  reply: 

Mr.  Short.  If  an  honest,  eager,  sincere,  de¬ 
termined  effort  had  been  made  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  Reserve  laws  or  even  administer  it 
as  Congress  had  passed  them,  we  wouldn’t  be 
in  the  awful  predicament  we  are  today? 

Colonel  Philpott.  Not  at  all. 

Now,  just  to  keep  the  record  straight 
and  our  perspective  accurate,  permit  me 
to  recall  another  occasion  when  this  lack 
of  a  reserve  program  was  a  subject  of 
similar  complaint  and  of  similar  prom¬ 
ises  to  do  better. 

This  was  also  before  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee,  on  January  24, 1951, 
and  the  witness  was  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense  Anna  Rosenberg. 

In  response  to  a  question  from  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Doyle]  as  to  what  specific  proposal 
is  there  at  this  time  by  the  Department 
of  Defense  for  strengthening  the  Re¬ 
serves?  Mrs.  Rosenberg  replied: 

We  will  come  up  In  no  later  than  6  months 
with  a  plan  on  an  improved  Reserve.  We  are 
very  conscious  that  every  time  we  have  asked 
for  something  we  have  always  given  a 
thought  to  the  so-called  improved  Reserve, 
but  never  set  a  deadline  on  which  we  would 
submit  this. 

Army  plans  and  promises  to  do  some¬ 
thing  really  effective  with  or  for  the  Re¬ 
serves,  like  old  soldiers,  apparently  never 
die — but  they  sure  do  fade  away. 

What,  incidentally,  is  the  Army’s  pres¬ 
ent  plan  for  effective  operation  of  the 
Ready  Reserves  it  will  acquire,  or  have 
the  power  to  acquire,  under  this  bill  if 
it  is  enacted? 

Or  will  this  plan,  too,  fade  away — and 
be  followed  by  a  new  and  urgent  demand 
for  full  power  of  compulsion  in  this  area 
of  military  manpower  procurement? 

A  second  provision  of  this  bill  I  wish 
to  mention  briefly  is  the  totally  new  re¬ 
quirement  that  all  veterans  of  2-year 
draft  service  and  2-  to  4-year  enlistment 
service,  who  began  their  service  on  or 
after  July  27,  1953,  must  remain  in  the 
Ready  Reserves  and  follow  through  on 
a  compulsory  program  of  weekly  drills 
and  annual  camp  training  for  at  least  1 
to  3  years  additional.  Failure  to  main¬ 
tain  training  would  result  in  recall  for  45 
days  active  duty  and  possibly  additional 
years  of  obligation. 

This  is  a  totally  new  extension  and 
application  of  the  outright  compulsory 
method  of  military  manpower  procure¬ 
ment  to  the  National  Guard  and  Ready 
Reserves.  It  is  a  totally  new  extension 
and  application  of  the  compulsory 
method  to  men  completing  regular  draft 
or  enlisted  service. 
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I  know  it  is  denied  that  this  is  really 
new.  I  know  it  is  alleged  that  there 
already  exists  in  the  law  a  statutory 
period  of  military  obligation  and  that 
men  can  be  compelled  to  continue  train¬ 
ing  under  this  provision.  That,  I  might 
add,  was  another  one  of  those  easy- 
stages,  painless,  noiseless,  rubber-caster 
propositions. 

Actually,  however,  no  attempt  has  been 
made  to  implement  this  generality  and 
it  has  been  conceded  that  it  was  unrealis¬ 
tic  and  impractical  to  do  so  under  the 
broad  generalities  of  the  present  law. 

But  that  attempt  is  being  made  right 
here  and  now  in  this  bill. 

That  is  something  new — and  do  not 
let  anybody  tell  you  different.  Above  all, 
I  would  respectfully  advise  you  not  to  try 
to  tell  the  returning  veteran,  subject  to 
this  added  compulsion,  that  it  is  not 
something  new. 

The  strange  thing  about  this  provision 
is  that  it  has  the  support  of  many  of 
those  who  have  complained  the  loudest 
about  equity  of  service  and  about  vet¬ 
erans  being  required  to  perform  double 
duty. 

Aside  from  the  inequity  this  imposes 
on  the  veterans,  consider  for  a  moment 
what  this  provision  means  in  its  broadest 
aspects. 

It  means,  first  of  all,  that  hereafter, 
and  for  the  duration  of  this  law,  every 
man  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  any 
period  up  to  4  years,  either  through  draft 
induction  or  enlistment,  will  or  may  be 
compelled  to  continue  military  training 
for  as  much  as  3  years  after  completion 
of  his  active  duty  service. 

Consider  also,  what  this  provision  does 
to  those  branches  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
particularly  the  Navy  and  Air  Force, 
which  have  developed  active  and  suc¬ 
cessful  volunteer  Reserve  programs  and 
which  have  sold  returning  veterans  on 
voluntary  enlistment  and  participation 
in  these  Reserve  programs. 

The  method  and  spirit  of  compulsion 
is  being  arbitrarily  imposed  upon  these 
services  and  these  veterans.  These  serv¬ 
ices  are  being  told,  “You  cannot  have 
the  voluntary  system.”  And  the  veterans 
of  these  services  are  being  told,  “You 
cannot  volunteer.”  All  because  compul¬ 
sion  is  now  the  order  of  the  day.  What 
a  farce.  What  a  tragedy. 

I  revert  to  the  premise  with  which  I 
began  these  remarks. 

We  are  dealing  here  today  with  a  legis¬ 
lative  proposal  in  the  military  field 
which,  above  and  beyond  its  complex 
technical  aspects,  involves  basic  princi¬ 
ples  and  issues  vitally  affecting  our  very 
form  of  government  and  directly  touch¬ 
ing  the  lives  of  our  citizens.  I  earnestly 
hope  that  it  will  be  viewed  in  that 
broader  perspective. 

The  growing  power  of  government 
over  our  lives,  the  growing  encroach¬ 
ment  of  government  upon  the  affairs  and 
plans  of  young  Americans,  and  above  all 
the  increasing  careless  and  lazy  reliance 
upon  the  methods  of  compulsion  or 
threat  of  compulsion,  which  restrict  and 
narrow  down  the  freedom  of  Americans 
to  do  what  they  wish  and  can  with  their 
own  lives,  ought,  it  seems  to  me,  to  be  a 
matter  of  the  gravest  concern  to  all  of  us. 

I  fully  realize  the  difficulties  faced  by 
those  who,  well  aware  of  the  dangers  of 


which  I  speak,  must  still  grapple  with 
the  practical  problems  of  building  and 
maintaining  adequate  defense. 

I  fully  realize  the  necessity  of  maxi¬ 
mum  reliance  upon  compulsory  methods 
in  time  of  all-out  war — as,  I  am  sure,  do 
the  American  people  generally. 

I  accept  the  fact  that  we  still  have  the 
draft  law — with  its  factors  of  compul¬ 
sion  and  threat  of  compulsion. 

But  I  also  believe  that  we  are  far  from 
exhausting  the  voluntary  methods  of 
military  manpower  recruitment — that, 
in  some  areas,  we  have  not  even  begun 
to  exploit  these  methods. 

I  believe  that  all  too  often  those  who 
today  are  urging  optional  recruitment 
under  threat  of  compulsion  have  in 
mind  that  this  is  a  step  to  their  goal  of 
outright  reliance  upon  compulsion,  and 
that  they  are  accepting  and  urging  it 
only  on  this  basis. 

And  I  believe  that  the  methods  of  com¬ 
pulsion  are  a  deceptively  simple  and  lazy 
way  of  dealing  with  problems — a  method 
which  is  no  cure-all  to  the  problems  and 
which  can  enervate  and  destroy  the  free¬ 
dom,  initiative  and  creativeness  which 
is  the  secret  of  America’s  greatness. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Curtis]. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  take  this  opportunity  to  register 
my  objections  to  this  bill  and  state  that 
I  intend  to  vote  to  recommit  it. 

I  think  it  is  rather  difficult  to  discuss 
comprehensive  legislation  of  this  nature 
in  5  minutes,  but  maybe  I  can  point  out 
my  objections  by  referring  to  a  para¬ 
graph  in  the  committee’s  report  on  page 
10.  It  is  the  sixth  paragraph  down.  I 
am  going  to  read  it  : 

In  the  development  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  it  was  anticipated  that 
the  Ready  Reserve  would  become  a  well  or¬ 
ganized  and  highly  trained  force  within  the 
statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,000.  It  was  be¬ 
lieved  that  men  with  a  statutory  obligation 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  would  participate  in 
voluntary  training  in  order  to  establish 
eligibility  for  transfer  to  the  less  vulnerable 
Standby  Reserve.  Such  has  not  been  the 
case;  this  incentive  provision  alone  has  not 
produced  the  desired  result. 

Of  course,  an  incentive  provision  alone 
cannot  produce  the  desired  results,  if 
those  in  charge  of  trying  to  make  it 
work  are  not  sincerely  going  about  mak¬ 
ing  it  work.  I  submit  that  the  present 
bill  is  no  more  than  the  previous  one.  It 
is  again  an  incentive  provision,  and  I 
happen  to  agree  with  the  statement  that 
this  is  not  a  UMT  bill.  In  my  judgment, 
it  is  not.  It  is  not  compulsory.  It  is  the 
same  type  of  thing,  however,  of  provid¬ 
ing  an  incentive.  I  recognize  it  as  a  very 
serious  charge  when  I  say  that  the  Pen¬ 
tagon  has  not  tried  to  make  this  pre¬ 
vious  system  work.  However,  you  can 
judge  it  this  way.  I  am  speaking  mainly 
of  the  United  States  Army  because  the 
Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  are 
not  particularly  interested  in  this.  It  is 
mainly  the  Army’s  portion  and  the  en¬ 
listed  men’s  Reserve  that  has  not  been 
functioning  and  has  not  been  working. 
Those  who  are  in  charge  of  the  Reserve 
program  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  said  that  they 
never  had  a  field  rank  officer  of  the  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  come  down  there  one  time  to 


try  to  find  out  what  their  difficulties 
were  in  making  the  Reserve  program 
function.  That  same  kind  of  informa¬ 
tion  comes  from  all  over  the  country.  Of 
course,  if  the  top  ranking  men  in  the 
Army  are  not  going  to  pay  attention  to 
these  things,  it  cannot  work  because  in¬ 
centive  alone  will  not  do  the  job. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  This  bill 
is  intended  to  carry  out  the  terms  of  the 
reserve  act  of  1952  from  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  just  quoted.  It  will  imple¬ 
ment  it  and  assist  the  Pentagon  and 
others  in  charge  in  making  it  work  as  it 
should  work. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  thank 
the  gentleman,  but  in  my  judgment  I 
have  not  noticed  in  the  hearings  any  in¬ 
dication  or  explanation  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  the  high-ranking  men  in  the 
Pentagon  of  why  this  system  did  not 
work  and  what  they  had  been  doing  to 
make  it  work. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  First  of  all,  I  would 
like  to  note  that  I  absolutely  know  that 
as  far  as  the  present  people  are  con¬ 
cerned,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  make 
this  reserve  program  work.  I  would  like 
to  point  out  this  other  distinction,  too, 
which  occurs  to  me  as  I  listen  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman,  as  I  always  do  with  interest  and 
understanding.  The  Reserves,  as  we 
have  known  them  heretofore,  have  been 
made  up  of  boys  who  have  already  served 
2,  3,  or  4  years.  To  my  mind,  we  are 
undertaking  by  this  bill  to  create  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  group  who  come  into  the 
Reserve  to  be  essentially  the  Reserve  of 
the  country.  They  come  in  voluntarily 
and  get  6  months’  training  and  not  2  or 
3  or  4  years.  Then  they  are  under  com¬ 
pulsion  to  participate  in  the  required 
activities  of  their  Reserve  unit.  So  it 
seems  to  me  we  have  here  a  much  better 
prospect  for  an  active,  functioning 
ready  and  alert  Reserve  than  we  have 
ever  had  heretofore. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  May  I  point 
out  to  the  gentleman  there  are  many 
other  aspects  of  this  bill,  and  for  other 
reasons  I  am  afraid  this  program,  as  has 
already  been  pointed  out  in  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  some,  is  going  to  make  it  a  great 
deal  worse  rather  than  better.  I  was 
pointing  to  the  key  of  the  situation,  and 
the  key  is  this :  Until  the  military  estab¬ 
lishment  comes  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  and  explains  in  detail 
why  a  particular  program  which  has 
been  made  law  has  not  worked  and  what 
they  have  been  doing  to  make  it  work,  we 
are  going  to  get  nowhere.  We  can  legis¬ 
late  again  next  year,  and  I  expect  they 
will  be  in  here  next  year  saying,  “Well, 
we  told  you  this  would  not  work  and  it 
has  not.”  And  there  we  will  go  again. 
I  think  we  have  to  dig  into  these  things 
a  little  bit  more  to  find  out  what  we  are 
trying  to  do. 

The  basic  question  I  raised  back  in 
1951  during  the  debate  on  the  original 
Vinson  UMT  bill  still  remains  un¬ 
answered.  You  talk  of  training,  and 
throughout  the  committee’s  report  on 
this  bill  there  is  reference  to  training, 
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but  nowhere  is  there  attention  paid  to 
what  we  mean  by  training.  The  word 
training  to  have  significance  must  reveal 
what  we  are  training  for. 

Now  I  ask  just  what  are  the  skills  the 
United  States  Army  needs  in  order  to 
be  able  to  fight  a  modern  war.  Are  they 
just  combat  skills  as  the  term  military 
training  suggests?  The  answer,  of 
course,  is  that  they  are  by  no  means  just 
combat  skills.  As  a  matter  of  fact  any 
cursory  study  of  the  matter  reveals  that 
over  half,  and  I  estimate  as  high  as  80 
percent,  of  the  skills  used  by  the  military 
establishment  in  World  War  II  and 
needed  today  to  fight  a  modern  war  are 
skills  which  have  their  counterpart  in 
our  civilian  economy.  There  is  nothing 
military  about  operating  a  bulldozer,  re¬ 
pairing  a  truck,  running  a  typewriter, 
keeping  track  of  stock  or  painting  a 
building. 

I  have  quoted  General  Hershey’s  state¬ 
ment  several  times  before  to  illustrate 
the  Pentagon  point  of  view.  He  said  in 
effect  the  civilian  skills  are  largely  of  no 
value  to  the  Military  Establishment,  in 
fact  they  are  somewhat  detrimental  be¬ 
cause  the  military  has  to  untrain  them 
and  then  retrain  them.  Now  this  state¬ 
ment  may  be  largely  true  when  applied 
to  combat  skills  and  if  combat  skills 
where  what  the  military  needed  his 
statement  would  have  some  meaning. 
But  his  statement  I  suggest  is  only  20 
percent  true.  It  is  80  percent  untrue, 
and  applied  to  the  80  percent  civilian 
type  skills  the  military  may  have  need 
for  it  is  terribly  in  error. 

The  Reserve  program  is  based  upon 
training,  but  the  training  is  largely  for 
civilian  type  skills  for  which  the  Military 
Establishment  has  no  need  to  concern  it¬ 
self  about  other  than  to  make  certain 
that  these  skills  exist  in  sufficient  quan¬ 
tity  in  the  civilian  society  so  that  they 
will  be  available  to  the  military  at  such 
time  as  they  might  need  them.  That  is 
the  very  essence  of  a  real  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram. 

Unfortunately,  the  statement  quoted 
from  the  President’s  message  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  January  13,  1955 — page  5  of  the 
committee  report:  “In  the  same  period, 
exhaustive  studies  have  been  made  on 
manpower — the  key  to  proper  military 
posture,”  cannot  be  substantiated.  Far 
from  exhaustive  studies  being  made  on 
the  subject  we  are  just  beginning  to 
make  these  studies  and  the  Military 
Establishment  has  done  little  along  these 
lines.  What  studies  there  are  have  been 
made  in  the  past  2  or  3  years  by  the 
National  Manpower  Council  working  at 
Columbia  University  with  the  human 
resources  project  study.  The  prelim¬ 
inary  studies  published  by  the  National 
Manpower  Council  and  the  Columbia 
study  group  all  state  one  basic  thing, 
the  studies  are  just  beginning  to  get 
into  the  meat  of  the  matter. 

Now  until  we  get  down  to  brass  tacks 
and  start  treating  this  entire  matter 
with  the  respect  it  deserves  we  are  going 
to  continue  to  get  nowhere  fast.  There 
is  no  sense  in  the  Military  Establishment 
setting  up  a  complete  duplicate  voca¬ 
tional  educational  system  within  the 
military  departments.  Instead  they 
should  avail  themselves  of  the  present 
very  fine  vocational  education  system 


with  its  schools,  classrooms,  teachers 
presently  available.  The  cost  of  training 
a  bulldozer  operator  through  the  civi¬ 
lian  means  is  one-tenth  the  cost  of  the 
military  doing  it  and  you  end  up  with  a 
better  bulldozer  operator  through  the 
less  costly  system,  to  boot. 

Again  I  say  until  we  do  a  job  analysis 
of  the  skills  the  military  needs  we  will 
get  nowhere.  It  is  time  we  stopped  this 
talk  of  military  training  and  asked  our¬ 
selves  just  how  many  of  the  men  in  uni¬ 
form  will  be  expected  to  have  combat 
skills  and  direct  our  military  training  to 
this  group. 

Nor  will  I  buy  this  talk  that  all  men 
need  some  combat  training.  This  is  a 
generality  that  cannot  be  backed  up  by 
any  realistic  look  at  the  matter  of  mod¬ 
ern  warfare. 

(Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  I  must  dis¬ 
agree  with  my  chairman  [Mr.  Brooks] 
in  one  statement  that  he  made,  that  this 
is  an  administration  bill.  I  have  had  a 
number  of  Members  ask  me  why  I  op¬ 
posed  this  bill.  I  did  fight  all  the  way 
through  the  8  weeks’  hearings  aaginst 
the  administration  bill  that  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  Defense  Department  as 
originally  submitted.  We  had  under 
consideration  in  committee  the  original 
bill  that  placed  compulsion  on  approxi¬ 
mately  100,000  of  these  boys,  with  10 
years’  Reserve  service,  not  8.  And  in 
that  bill  they  could  have  given  a  dis¬ 
charge  other  than  honorable,  to  prior 
servicemen  who  had  served  this  country 
faithfully  for  2  years  or  4  years,  but  who 
did  not  actively  participate  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  military  in  the  Reserve  or¬ 
ganization.  No  Member  of  this  House 
would  oppose  that  bill  stronger  than  I. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  This  is 
not  a  bill  that  was  sent  to  us.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  will  say  that  the  bill  had  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Defense  Department,  the 
White  House,  the  President,  and  all  of 
the  patriotic  organizations,  and  many 
others. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Exactly  so.  What  I 
want  to  call  attention  to  is  this:  If  you 
read  the  2,300  pages  of  testimony  that 
we  had  in  the  subcommittee,  you  do  not 
even  get  testimony  for  or  against  the 
bill  which  is  before  you  today.  Most  of 
those  witnesses  testified  for  the  original 
bill  or  against  the  original  bill.  I  believe 
we  have  cut  out  the  features  which  were 
objectionable  to  most  of  the  witnesses  on 
the  original  bill.  For  fear  that  we  might 
have  a  bill  that  I  could  not  support,  I  of¬ 
fered  H.  R.  4848  as  a  plan  that  I  thought 
would  be  better  than  this,  but  if  this  bill 
were  amended  to  4  months’  training,  and 
the  total  8-year  obligation  reducted  to  5 
years  and  the  compulsory  feature  of  45 
days  for  prior  servicemen  deleted,  it 
would  largely  do  what  my  bill  offered 
to  do.  Therefore,  I  am  supporting  this 
bill. 
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In  the  full  committee  I  offered  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  cut  out  the  45-day  compulsion 
against  prior  servicemen,  but  that  mo¬ 
tion  was  defeated.  But  let  me  say  this 
about  compulsion  in  this  bill,  it  is  noth¬ 
ing  like  as  severe  as  the  penalty  against 
prior  servicemen  under  the  present  law. 
In  brief,  the  opposition  I  find  to  this  bill, 
most  people  believe  it  is  UMT,  or  that 
we  on  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
have  endorsed  the  Pentagon  bill.  The 
fight  was  rather  close  in  the  subcommit¬ 
tee.  Those  of  us  who  did  not  agree  with 
these  unreasonable  requirements  won 
most  of  the  decisions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  want 
to  compliment  the  gentleman  on  his 
statement,  because  as  a  matter  of  fact 
this  bill  was  really  a  bill  written  by  a 
discussion  among  the  members  of  the 
subcommittee  themselves.  One  of  the 
things  that  the  gentleman  who  is  now 
addressing  the  committee  urged,  espe¬ 
cially  my  friend  from  Mississippi,  was 
that  we  should  take  out  the  compulsion, 
and  not  compel  any  man  to  serve  who 
had  served  in  the  Armed  Forces  and 
had  an  honorable  discharge.  We  dis¬ 
cussed  many  of  the  features  pro  and  con, 
and  I  think  we  have  as  workable  a  bill 
as  you  can  get,  with  the  diverse  opinion 
that  is  obtained  with  this  type  legisla¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  think  Mr.  Bur¬ 
gess  did  a  great  job  to  the  various  De¬ 
partments  of  Defense  to  even  agree  on 
the  general  objective.  I  never  heard  as 
much  testimony  in  my  life  that  agreed 
on  a  general  objective.  But  very  few 
agencies  or  individuals  agreed  on  meth¬ 
ods  of  obtaining  these  objectives.  No 
doubt  every  Member  of  this  House  be¬ 
lieves  it  is  necessary  that  we  build  a 
stronger  Reserve  than  we  now  have.  I 
could  spend  my  entire  time  condemning 
and  criticizing  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  myself,  because  I  do  not  believe 
they  have  done  all  they  could  in  order 
to  build  a  Reserve.  But  that  is  not  the 
question.  Where  do  we  stand  today? 
We  stand  with  a  paper  Reserve,  regard¬ 
less  of  what  they  tell  you.  If  it  had  not 
been  for  World  War  H  and  the  Korean 
war  and  the  experience  our  men  have 
had,  we  would  have  had  practically  no 
Reserve  except  a  paper  Reserve.  I  am 
convinced  it  is  essential  to  strengthen 
the  Reserve. 

Now,  what  does  this  bill  do?  It  im¬ 
poses  nothing  more  exacting  than  is  al¬ 
ready  imposed,  but  it  does  grant  addi¬ 
tional  opportunities  for  young  men  to 
volunteer  in  Reserve  organizations,  and 
fulfill  their  military  obligations  through 
a  new  type  of  program,  strictly  upon  a 
volunteer  basis. 

Let  me  say  that  I  supported  UMT;  I 
would  support  it  today,  but  you  cannot 
pass  it.  I  say,  however,  to  you  who  have 
opposed  UMT  that  you  would  be  far  bet¬ 
ter  off  today  if  you  took  the  American 
Legion  plan,  which  is  a  UMT  bill,  than 
you  would  to  put  compulsion  in  the  bill 
as  it  came  from  the  Pentagon. 

But  I  want  to  assure  you  again  today 
that  there  is  not  a  UMT  and  I  cannot 
see,  to  save  my  soul,  how  a  man  can  op¬ 
pose  this  bill  since  it  is  amended  to  make 
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a  more  workable  solution  for  building 
our  Reserves.  As  I  said,  it  takes  nothing 
away  from  anyone,  it  imposes  little  hard¬ 
ship  upon  anyone,  and  the  military  tell 
us  they  need  100,000  of  the  6-month 
trainees  each  year  for  the  next  4  years. 

Our  manpower  pool,  according  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey,  is  close  to  1,500,000  men 
subject  to  1-A  classification.  We  will 
have  approximately  a  million  men  com¬ 
ing  into  the  1-A  group  each  year  for  the 
next  4  years.  I  am  concerned  about  this, 
and  I  followed  this  point  all  the  way 
through  the  hearings  with  practically 
every  witness  that  we  had:  I  could  not 
quite  subscribe  to  letting  a  man  come 
in  voluntarily  for  6  months,  and  another 
man  be  forced  in  by  the  draft  for  2  years. 
That  is  not  good,  but  as  the  law  now 
stands  and  under  present  conditions 
every  young  man  faces  the  draft  for  2 
years  and  that  alone  adds  nothing  to  the 
effectiveness  of  our  Active  Reserve 
strength. 

If  we  get  involved  in  a  global  war  a 
strong  Reserve  is  absolutely  essential. 
If  we  stay  out  of  war  we  must  have  a 
strong  Ready  Reserve  force,  established 
to  protect  us  and  give  us  the  security 
we  need.  In  my  opinion  without  a  strong 
Reserve  we  cannot  have  security.  As  to 
whether  or  not  they  will  make  it  work 
I  do  not  know.  This  is  a  task  for  the 
Army.  The  Air  Force  does  not  expect 
to  use  it.  The  Navy  tells  us  they  do  not 
expect  to  use  it.  The  Marine  Corps  testi¬ 
fied  they  would  accept  1,000  of  the  100,- 
000.  But  this  bill  provides  that  each 
branch  of  the  service,  should  they  fall 
short  of  what  they  now  plan  to  do,  may 
use  this  bill. 

Let  me  say  another  thing,  that  in  the 
case  of  the  National  Guard,  under  a  simi¬ 
lar  program,  approximately  30,000  men 
a  year  volunteered  into  the  regular  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  National  Guard.  If  you 
will  make  this  attractive  and  permit 
these  young  men  to  go  into  this  training 
program  for  6  months,  and  the  military 
will  use  any  commonsense  at  all,  this 
can  and  will  be  an  effective  program. 
If  they  would  go  to  these  youngsters  who 
have  had  the  training,  give  them  a  pat 
on  the  back,  and  say,  “Young  man,  you 
show  ability,  but  over  in  our  Reserve 
service  we  will  give  you  additional  train¬ 
ing,”  they  would  create  an  attractive  at¬ 
mosphere.  I  contend  that  a  little  com¬ 
monsense  from  military  leaders  with 
the  legislation  we  now  have,  and  even 
without  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  we 
could  go  very  far  towards  establishing 
a  good  Reserve  organization. 

So  I  shall  support  the  bill  even  though 
it  does  not  comply  with  my  full  desires 
or  my  opinion  as  to  the  best  way  to  do 
it.  I  am  sure  this  is  the  opinion  of  the 
men  who  have  studied  the  military  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  Reserve  program  as  I  have 
for  12  years — and  some  of  our  commit¬ 
tee  members  much  longer.  We  must  do 
something  to  build  a  Reserve  that  we  do 
not  have  but  that  we  must  have. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  The 
gentleman  said  that  in  the  existing  law 
the  penalties  are  greater  than  they  are 
in  this  bill. 


Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Under  the  present 
law  they  are  subject  to  trial  in  Federal 
court  with  a  penalty,  upon  conviction,  of 
5  years  imprisonment  or  $10,000  fine,  or 
both. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  think  that  although 
the  penalty  in  the  present  bill  is  some¬ 
what  lesser  that  it  is  equally  obnoxious? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  offered  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  strike  this  compulsion  out,  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  On  this  question  of 
whether  or  not  you  can  issue  an  order 
that  can  be  carried  out — under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  bill  of  course  we  allow 
them  screening  and  a  certain  flexibility 
of  the  Read  Reserves,  but  they  have  ob¬ 
ligations,  they  can  give  an  order  and 
carry  it  out. 

Under  the  present  law,  with  the 
screening  out  that  is  involved,  you  would 
have  every  Tom,  Dick,  and  Harry  who 
got  out  of  the  military  service  subject 
to  be  called  into  the  Regular  service. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  The  Defense  De¬ 
partment  realizes  that  and  that  is  one 
of  the  reasons  they  could  not  go  for  it. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  This  is  much  more 
practical  than  the  penalties  you  now 
have. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  In  men¬ 
tioning  the  groups  that  intend  to  use  the 
bill,  the  gentleman  overlooked  the  Coast 
Guard. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Yes;  the  Coast 
Guard.  They  are  anxious  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They 
want  2,000  the  first  year.  I  want  to  say 
in  reference  to  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
and  the  Air  Force  that  we  put  in  pro¬ 
vision  for  enlistment  into  the  Reserve, 
to  be  followed  by  2  years’  active  duty  and 
training  in  the  active  establishment,  es¬ 
pecially  for  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force. 
They  need  that  very  badly. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  The  Navy  can  con¬ 
tinue  with  the  same  Reserve  program 
they  have,  even  if  we  pass  this  bill,  and 
they  have  done  a  good  job.  I  think  the 
Air  Force  will  fall  flat  on  what  they 
claim  they  will  do.  The  Air  Reserve  is 
the  strongest  arm  the  Air  Force  has. 
Now  they  do  not  want  anybody  except 
men  who  have  had  4  years  of  service. 
The  Air  Force  may  have  none  but  com¬ 
missioned  officers  and  master  sergeants. 
They  have  agreed  and  this  bill  provides 
that  they  must  use  these  trainees  if  they 
cannot  meet  their  quotas  under  their 
plan.  We  give  them  a  chance  to  try  it. 
In  other  words  they  can  do  about  what 
they  want  to  do.  This  bill  provides  the 
machinery  for  each  of  them  for  reserves. 
Frankly,  I  think  I  will  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  this  bill,  or  suggest  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  that  he  appoint  a 
subcommittee  with  an  adequate  staff 
that  will  follow  this  from  day  to  day  and 
see  that  they  try  to  make  this  bill  work. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman  that  we  cannot  build 


the  security  of  the  future  on  the  mistakes 
of  yesterday.  I  would  like  to  have  the 
gentleman’s  reaction  to  see  if  he  may 
not  agree  with  me,  that  the  Pentagon  is 
so  afraid  and  ashamed  of  what  they  have 
done  in  its  massacre  of  the  Reserve  sys¬ 
tem  that  they  will  use  every  possible 
means  to  make  this  thing  work  success¬ 
fully. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  think  some  of 
them  will,  but  I  cannot  say  that  for  all 
of  them.  I  hope  they  will. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  tell  me  why  the  provision  for  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission 
has  been  limited? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  may  say  that  pro¬ 
vision,  if  I  remember  correctly,  was 
stricken  from  the  bill.  It  has  no  actual 
connection  or  reference  to  any  part  of 
this  bill.  So,  to  clarify  the  situation,  on 
the  subject  of  UMT,  it  was  deleted. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  May  I  answer  the 
question?  We  are  charging  the  Defense 
Department  with  the  training  of  these 
men  and,  therefore,  we  do  not  want  to 
have  split  authority  or  have  a  civilian 
commission,  which  it  is,  going  into  the 
various  phases  in  which  they  are  not 
qualified. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Would  not  the 
gentleman  say  that  Admiral  Kinkaid,  a 
former  commander  of  the  American  Le¬ 
gion,  and  Walter  Bedell  Smith,  United 
States  Army,  retired,  as  members  of  this 
Commission  are  qualified  to  comment? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  would  say  those 
particular  ones  are,  but  you  would  have 
others.  Then  you  would  have  to  build 
this  up. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  That  is  4  out  of  5 
who  are  qualified. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Only  three. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Julius  Ochs 
Adler  is  another  well-known  Reserve  of¬ 
ficer. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  arguing  for  a  split  authority, 
two  lines  of  authority,  for  the  Army  per¬ 
sonnel.  I  do  not  think  we  have  great 
reason  for  setting  up  a  commissar  sys¬ 
tem  in  our  military  composed  of  civil¬ 
ians.  My  distinguished  colleague  from 
California  has  mentioned  and  referred 
to  certain  men  who  are  able,  but  they 
will  not  be  here  all  the  time.  It  would 
set  up  a  commissar  system. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  would  just  like  to 
conclude  by  saying  this,  that  I  did  not 
have  my  way  totally,  but  I  had  quite  a 
little  say,  and  I  and  those  who  shared 
my  opinion  in  the  subcommittee  got  con¬ 
siderable  consideration.  Let  me  repeat, 
there  is  no  UMT  here.  This  bill  was  not 
drawn  by  the  Pentagon.  It  can  do  no 
harm  to  anyone.  It  imposes  no  hard¬ 
ship  upon  anybody.  It  gives  additional 
opportunities  to  young  men  to  this  coun¬ 
try  if  it  is  to  their  advantage,  as  long 
as  the  quota  will  permit,  to  volunteer 
their  services  in  a  Reserve  component, 
train  6  months,  return  to  their  homes  as 
students,  attending  their  schools  and 
churches,  and  engage  in  their  active  par¬ 
ticipation  in  a  Reserve  unit.  I  can  per¬ 
sonally  see  no  way  to  oppose  that  type 
of  legislation. 
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Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  go  through  with  his  idea 
of  setting  up  some  kind  of  commission 
check  on  our  Reserve  program.  The 
gentleman  has  studied  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  for  12  years,  and  he  well  knows 
the  reason  we  did  not  have  any  Reserve: 
First,  because  the  people  running  the  Re¬ 
serve  did  not  want  a  Reserve.  They 
could  have  a  Reserve  today  without  this 
bill  before  us.  The  gentleman  from 
Maryland  says  that  we  have  heard  criti¬ 
cism  of  the  military  today.  I  doubt 
whether  there  is  anybody  who  has  great¬ 
er  admiration  for  our  military  than  I, 
but  no  one  is  more  critical  of  them  than 
I  so  far  as  our  Reserve  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas,  whom  I  consider  one  of 
the  most  solid  Members  of  this  House.  I 
appreciate  the  comments  of  one  with 
such  an  outstanding  war  record.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  too  much  difference 
in  the  way  we  feel  about  the  need  for  a 
Reserve  program  and  the  best  way  to 
accomplish  this.  The  gentleman  has 
himself  submitted  a  bill  on  this  subject, 
which  is  indicative  of  sound  thinking  on 
his  part. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Bray], 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the 
first  time  that  I  have  ever  opposed  a  bill 
reported  out  of  a  committee  of  which  I 
was  a  member.  I  do  find  it  necessary  to 
oppose  this  bill. 

In  this  debate  much  has  been  said  as 
to  the  dangerous  world  conditions.  No 
one  denies  that.  Much  has  been  said  as 
to  the  need  of  a  strong  Reserve.  No  one 
denies  that. 

Now,  as  for  the  need  for  a  strong  na¬ 
tional  defense,  every  Member  of  this  body 
is  for  a  strong  defense.  Every  person 
here  is  for  a  strong,  capable  Reserve. 
The  exact  number  needed  in  our  Reserve 
is  a  matter  of  opinion,  but  every  one  of 
us  here  is  interested  in  having  a  defense 
that  can  adequately  take  care  of  the 
needs  of  the  United  States.  So,  I  am 
not  going  to  take  up  your  time  repeating 
facts  to  which  we  all  agree.  I  am,  how¬ 
ever,  going  to  try  to  explain  to  you  in 
the  brief  time  allotted  to  me  how  this 
bill,  instead  of  helping  provide  for  a  Re¬ 
serve,  will  absolutely  defeat  the  chance 
of  providing  a  satisfactory  Reserve. 

First,  what  does  this  bill  do?  Of 
course,  in  the  bill  we  have  the  usual 
platitudes  about  the  intent  of  the  bill. 
That  is  always  said  in  favor  of  any  bill. 
Second,  we  provide  for  creating  a  home 
guard  in  case  the  National  Guard  is 
called  into  active  duty,  which  is  really 
no  part  of  this  bill.  The  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  could  report  out  a  bill  to 
provide  for  a  home  guard  at  any  time. 

So,  what  is  this  bill?  First,  the  Navy 
says  they  cannot  use  it.  The  Air  Force 
says  they  cannot  use  it.  Today,  without 
this  bill,  any  man  between  the  ages  of 
17  and  18V2,  physically  qualified,  can  en¬ 
list  in  a  branch  of  the  Reserves.  I  am 


going  to  specifically  mention  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  because  the  National 
Guard  today  is  decidedly  the  strongest 
branch  of  our  organized  Reserves,  and  I 
believe  the  real  reason  for  that  is  because 
the  States  have  something  to  do  with  the 
National  Guard.  I  think  if  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  were  exposed  entirely  to 
the  Pentagon  without  the  help  of  the 
individual  States  they  would  be  in  the 
same  position  as  the  organized  Reserves. 
Today,  the  young  man  between  the  age 
of  17  and  18^  can  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard,  and  if  the  draft  bill  this  body 
passed  the  other  day  becomes  law,  at  the 
age  of  26,  his  military  obligation  will  be 
fulfilled.  The  National  Guard  has  been 
able  to  meet  every  quota  ever  assigned 
to  it  and  is  doing  so  today.  But  if  this 
bill  becomes  law,  that  man  has  got  to 
take  6  months’  training  before  he  can 
even  be  a  member  of  the  National  Guard 
or  any  other  organized  Reserve  unit. 
It  becomes  far  more  difficult  than  it  now 
is  to  become  a  member  of  an  organized 
Reserve  unit.  Some  of  us  have  tried  to 
get  the  compulsory  time  in  this  cut  down 
to  4  months  or  3  months,  but  the  Penta¬ 
gon  was  adamant  in  their  stand  that 
we  must  have  6  months.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Pentagon  deliberately 
wanted  to  make  it  more  difficult  to  build 
up  a  Reserve.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to 
understand  why  the  Pentagon  wants 
more  training  before  a  person  can  enlist 
in  a  Reserve  unit  than  they  have  for  a 
person  entering  the  regular  service. 

Today  a  soldier  entering  the  Regular 
service  is  given  8  weeks’  basic  training 
and  8  weeks’  secondary  training.  Four 
months  in  all.  That  is  what  it  takes 
today  to  train  a  man  to  go  into  a  Regular 
unit.  It  only  takes  4  months  and  yet 
they  demand  6  months  before  a  man  can 
even  commence  training  in  a  Reserve 
unit.  This  will  destroy  the  organized 
Reserve. 

During  World  War  n  basic  training  at 
times  was  fixed  at  13  weeks. 

I  am  and  always  have  been  for  a  strong 
Reserve.  The  first  time  I  took  military 
training  was  at  the  age  of  18  years  and 
I  have  been  active  in  the  Reserve  from 
that  date  to  this.  I  want  to  repeat  this 
for  the  Record:  If  we  pass  this  bill  and 
it  becomes  law,  a  year  from  the  day  it 
becomes  law  we  will  have  less  members 
in  the  National  Guard  than  we  will  have 
when  the  law  becomes  operative.  Is 
that  the  way  to  build  up  the  Reserves  to 
3  million? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 

Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The 
gentleman  knows  that  there  is  a  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  bill  to  guarantee  the  full 
strength  of  the  National  Guard.  We 
have  pledged  to  guarantee  the  National 
Guard  full  strength. 

Mr.  BRAY.  That  is  just  the  same  as 
if  I  were  to  make  a  pledge  to  pay  a  mil¬ 
lion  dollars.  I  have  not  got  it;  neither 
will  the  Pentagon  be  able  to  provide  the 
men.  Where  are  they  going  to  get  the 
men?  Sure,  they  make  a  pledge  to  take 
care  of  the  guard.  They  will  do  any¬ 
thing  to  get  this  bill  through.  Further¬ 
more,  the  only  person  who  is  going  to  be 
forced  into  this  program  is  the  veteran 
who  has  already  had  2,  3,  or  4  years  of 
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service.  It  has  been  mentioned  in  this 
debate  that  the  American  Legion  favors 
this  bill.  Perhaps  they  do  believe  that 
this  bill  may  be  a  step  in  the  right  direc¬ 
tion.  However,  a  careful  study  of  the 
American  Legion  bill  and  this  bill  will 
show  that  there  is  a  slight  similarity. 
The  American  Legion — and  for  that  mat¬ 
ter  other  veterans’  organizations — want 
a  Reserve  program  that  will  protect  the 
veteran  from  again  being  called  into 
service.  Under  this  program  the  only 
person  who  is  forced  into  a  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  is  the  veteran  who  has  already 
served  2,  3,  or  4  years.  I  am  a  strong 
supporter  of  the  American  Legion  and 
I  am  active  in  its  work,  and  I  am  certain 
we  can  get  a  better  bill  than  this  one. 

I  wish  to  read  what  Mr.  Seaborn  P. 
Collins,  commander  of  the  American  Le¬ 
gion,  said  in  the  hearings  on  this  bill, 
which  statement  is  found  on  page  1987: 

The  one  big  roadblock  to  an  effective  Re¬ 
serve  is  the  absence  of  a  training  program 
that  would  feed  into  Reserve  units  qualified 
replacements  for  the  veterans  of  active  mili¬ 
tary  service. 

The  present  system  requires  that  a  few 
men  carry  the  whole  burden  of  national 
defense.  It  selects  1  man  out  of  4  for  2  or 
more  years  of  active  service,  then  obligates 
him  to  further  training  in  the  Reserves  while 
requiring  neither  service  nor  training  of  the 
other  3. 

The  unfairness  of  this  double-duty  re¬ 
quirement  was  dramatically  demonstrated 
during  the  war  in  Korea.  More  than  800,000 
World  War  n  veterans  were  called  back  to 
active  duty  to  fight  that  war.  Two  and  a 
half  million  men,  who  had  reached  military 
age  after  VJ-Day  and  had  not  trained  or 
served  a  single  day  in  the  uniform  of  their 
country,  were  left  at  home. 

This  bill  is  absolutely  against  what 
Commander  Collins  wanted.  This  is  the 
situation  you  are  going  to  have  under 
this  bill.  The  man  who  has  already 
served  2,  or  3,  or  4  years  is  the  only  man 
who  will  be  forced  to  take  this  program. 
They  say  that  he  will  not  be  forced,  that 
there  will  be  no  court-martial.  I  asked 
at  the  hearing  what  they  will  do  with 
that  man  if  he  does  not  take  the  weekly 
training  that  they  tell  him  to  and  they 
said,  “Well,  we  will  work  out  a  program 
so  that  he  can  go  for  30  days  of  summer 
training.” 

I  asked,  “If  he  does  not  go  for  30  days 
of  summer  training,  what  then?” 

They  said,  “Well,  we  will  give  him 
military  orders  for  45  days.” 

I  said,  “If  he  does  not  go,  then  what?” 

“He  will  be  tried  under  the  Uniform 
Code  of  Military  Justice.” 

That  means  a  general  court-martial 
and  the  penalty  is  whatever  a  court  may 
direct.  And  then  you  say  that  you  are 
not  forcing  that  veteran  of  2,  or  3,  or  4 
years  of  service  to  take  this  training.  If 
that  is  not  compulsion,  what  is  it?  He 
is  the  only  man  who  is  forced  into  this 
deal,  the  veteran  of  2,  or  3,  or  4  years. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Is  it  not  true  that 
those  people  have  enlisted  voluntarily 
and  assumed  that  obligation;  and  if  they 
have  assumed  that  obligation,  why 
should  they  not  be  required  to  carry  out 
their  obligation. 
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Mr.  BRAY.  Just  one  moment;  the 
gentleman  misunderstands  me.  I  was 
not  saying  that  at  all.  The  man  who 
takes  the  6  months’  training  and  then 
later  does  not  carry  out  his  obligation 
certainly  should  be  forced  to  do  so.  I 
am  talking  about  the  man  who  is  drafted 
today,  who  is  serving  his  2  years  but  who, 
when  he  gets  out,  is  going  to  be  forced 
into  this.  You  say  that  by  present  law 
he  is  forced  to  do  this.  Perhaps  that  is 
true.  But  the  military  has  never  tried 
to  enforce  that.  I  do  not  know  why, 
but  perhaps  they  want  us  to  restate  that 
power,  give  them  that  power  again.  But 
they  say  they  already  have  it.  Maybe 
they  failed  to  use  it,  the  same  way  they 
have  never  tried  to  build  up  a  Reserve. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Winstead]  said,  some  members  of 
the  Department  of  Defenses  have  tried  to 
make  the  Reserve  program  effective;  I 
will  admit  that  and  they  certainly  de¬ 
serve  our  praise.  But  I  will  say  that  this 
work  has  been  futile,  because  others 
sabotaged  their  work. 

I  believe  the  National  Guard  is  strong 
because  the  National  Guard,  as  I  see  it, 
is  assisted  by  the  State  and  there  is  a  cer¬ 
tain  State  pride  there.  Any  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  who  have  been  officers  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  know  this,  you  can  make  good  sol¬ 
diers  out  of  persons  who  may  not  want  to 
be  soldiers,  but  when  they  take  them 
and  put  them  in  a  camp  and  keep  them 
there  24  hours  a  day,  30  days  a  month,  12 
months  a  year,  they  can  make  soldiers 
out  of  them.  But  a  Reserve  who  you 
only  have  for  training  a  couple  of  hours 
a  day  presents  a  different  situation. 
However,  by  this  bill  you  propose  to 
force  this  man  who  has  already  served 
2,  3,  or  4  years  to  drill  weekly  or  other¬ 
wise  train.  He  is  the  only  one  forced  to 
take  this  training.  As  for  new  enlistees 
you  are  making  it  far  more  difficult  for 
him  to  get  into  a  Reserve  unit.  He  must 
train  for  6  months  before  he  can  even 
be  a  member  of  a  Reserve  unit. 

As  for  this  man  of  2,  3  or  4  years  serv¬ 
ice  that  you  are  forcing  to  train,  you 
only  have  him  2  hours  a  week,  everybody 
else  having  6  days  and  22  hours  a  week 
of  his  time.  You  know  what  that  man  is 
going  to  do.  He  will  discourage  and 
cause  discontent  among  the  new  enlist¬ 
ees  who  are  interested  and  want  to  make 
good.  It  will  demoralize  the  entire  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Is  it  not  true  that 
in  the  National  Guard  if  a  man  does  not 
participate  he  is  subject  to  compulsion 
by  the  State  law? 

Mr.  BRAY.  Certainly,  and  he  should 
be.  He  has  enlisted  in  that  Guard  and 
he  should  carry  out  the  obligations  of 
the  Guard.  I  do  not  want  any  milktoast 
type  in  the  Guard  or  the  Army.  In  the 
tanks  we  expected  men  to  keep  their 
obligation  and  I  know  the  Marines  did, 
too. 

Mr.  AYRES.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 


Mr.  AYRES.  The  gentleman  said  the 
Air  Force  and  Navy  were  not  going  to 
use  this  bill  if  it  did  become  law. 

Mr.  BRAY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AYRES.  It  was  practically  all  for 
the  Army? 

Mr.  BRAY.  Practically  all. 

Mr.  AYRES.  What  would  be  the  effect 
if  we  changed  the  present  law  and  per¬ 
mitted  a  man  to  serve  only  2  years  in 
the  Army,  and  still  be  subject  to  the  rules 
that  exist  under  present  law? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  do  not  quite  know  what 
the  situation  would  be  there.  I  am  not 
trying  to  say  that  the  National  Guard  or 
the  Reserve  is  trained  as  good  as  it 
should  be.  I  have  never  seen  the  unit 
yet  that  has  been  trained  as  good  as  it 
should  be.  Much  can  be  accomplished 
in  3  months’  training,  which  is  more 
than  you  had  in  the  replacement  train¬ 
ing  centers  getting  men  ready  to  go  into 
a  unit  that  was  to  go  into  battle.  Three 
months  is  all  they  had.  Three  months’ 
training  would  take  only  one  summer  be¬ 
tween  the  junior  and  senior  years  of  high 
school,  or  the  year  after  they  got  out  of 
high  school.  Our  American  youth  is  our 
greatest  asset.  We  should  do  all  to  help 
him  in  life  instead  of  retarding  him. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  rec¬ 
ognize  the  gentleman  is  a  very  good  stu¬ 
dent  of  military  problems  and  has  a  tre¬ 
mendous  war  record,  but  regarding  the 
6-months  period,  it  seems  that  General 
Walsh,  who  talks  for  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  said  that  was  en¬ 
tirely  satisfactory  to  the  Guard. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  want  to  repeat  exactly 
what  General  Walsh  said.  He  said,  as  I 
recall,  they  would  prefer  4  months.  I 
had  many  conversations  with  General 
Walsh  on  this  matter,  because  I  am 
deeply  interested  in  having  a  strong  Re¬ 
serve.  I  believe  if  this  bill  is  defeated  we 
can  go  back  and  pass  a  bill  to  help  get  a 
good  Reserve,  instead  of  injuring  the 
Reserve. 

As  to  this  6-months  training  in  the  bill 
you  are  not  training  a  man  to  be  a  fin¬ 
ished  soldier,  you  are  merely  training 
him  to  enter  into  a  Reserve  organization 
and  continue  his  training.  I  have  even 
seen  some  pretty  creditable  soldiers 
turned  out  in  1  month  of  training.  The 
3  months  of  training  would  not  wreck 
anyone’s  life.  I  am  not  saying  we  have 
a  perfect  Reserve.  We  can  improve  it  a 
good  deal.  That  is  what  I  want  to  do. 
But  I  do  not  want  legislation  that  will 
prevent  the  Guard  from  reaching  its 
quota.  I  am  just  as  interested  in  the 
other  branches  of  the  Reserves  as  I  am 
of  the  National  Guard.  The  members 
of  the  Organized  Reserve  are  just  as  ca¬ 
pable  as  are  the  members  of  the  Guard. 
The  difference  is  that  one  of  them  has 
the  State  backing.  The  guard  has  done 
a  good  job,  and  the  other  emits  of  the 
Organized  Reserve  would  do  a  good  job. 
I  want  to  see  them  have  the  same  rights 
as  the  guard  has. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 


Mr.  HALLECK.  When  this  program 
was  first  presented  to  some  of  us  I  won¬ 
dered  particularly  about  the  equality  of 
obligation  that  would  be  involved  in  this 
Reserve  service.  In  other  words,  it  has 
always  been  my  idea  that  if  we  have 
some  sort  of  training  Reserve  program 
along  with  Selective  Service  there  should 
not  be  too  much  discrimination  against 
the  man  who  comes  in  for  the  2,  3,  or  4 
years.  Does  the  gentleman  feel  that  if 
you  further  reduce  the  time  that  the 
man  coming  into  the  service  must  serve 
and  otherwise  lessen  the  obligations  that 
now  exist  against  him,  he  would  still 
have  that  equality  of  obligation  that  I 
think  we  certainly  would  all  want  in 
these  troublesome  times  when  we  have 
to  do  so  many  things  we  do  not  like  to 
do? 

Mr.  BRAY.  Are  you  aware  that  at 
the  present  time  a  person  can  enlist  in 
the  National  Guard  at  18  years  of  age 
and  he  will  not  be  called  into  service 
unless  his  unit  is  called  out?  That  is 
the  law  today.  This  bill  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  anything  that  we  do  not  have  today 
except  that  you  are  making  the  man 
serve  6  months’  time  before  he  can  even 
be  a  member  of  the  National  Guard, 
which  he  would  be  able  to  do  today 
without  that  training.  Few  people  are 
aware  that  that  is  the  law  today,  and 
has  been  for  a  long  time. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  am  sure  the  gen¬ 
tleman,  from  his  experience  in  the  mil¬ 
itary  service,  will  recognize  the  fact  that 
a  man  who  goes  into  the  National  Guard, 
as  he  does  today,  without  any  prior 
basic  training,  is  not  a  good  man  and 
that  does  interfere  with  the  National 
Guard  program.  That  is  one  reason 
why  when  the  National  Guard  is  called 
to  active  duty,  they  have  to  go  through 
this  great  amount  of  training. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  am  very  familiar  with 
that  situation.  I  was  not  in  the  Guard 
before  the  war,  but  I  did  take  command 
of  a  unit  of  the  National  Guard  just 
before  World  War  n  started.  I  am  not 
trying  to  say  that  their  training  is  per¬ 
fect,  but  I  am  trying  to  say  that  the 
same  training  that  you  gave  a  basic  be¬ 
fore  he  entered  the  unit,  ready  for  com¬ 
bat  in  World  War  II,  certainly  should  be 
sufficient  training  to  put  a  man  into  a 
unit  of  the  National  Guard  or  the  Or¬ 
ganized  Reserve. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  am  curious  about 
this  matter.  On  page  16  of  the  report, 
we  find  the  statement  that  during  the 
entire  period  of  more  than  2  years  that 
the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952 
has  been  in  effect,  the  Ready  Reserve 
has  exceeded  the  statutory  ceiling  of 
1,500,000,  and  it  gives  us  the  Rqady 
Reserve  as  2,500,000  at  the  present  time. 
If  this  Ready  Reserve  has  constantly 
exceeded  its  statutory  ceiling — is  the 
problem  getting  more  Reserves  in  at  the 
bottom  or  doing  something  to  train  the 
Reserves  in  the  program  now? 

Mr.  BRAY.  At  the  present  time  the 
name  Ready  Reserve  means  nothing. 
What  we  would  like  to  do  is  to  make  the 
Ready  Reserve  mean  something.  If  you 


No.  81 - 16 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


5534 

pass  this  law,  you  will  be  passing  a  bill 
that  will  deter  people  from  enlisting  in 
it.  I  have  talked  to,  I  believe,  12  bat¬ 
tery  and  company  commanders  of  the 
National  Guard  and  asked  them  what 
their  enlistments  would  be  if  the  enlist¬ 
ees  were  forced  to  have  a  6  months’ 
training  period  before  they  could  en¬ 
list.  Every  one  of  them,  without  excep¬ 
tion,  said  it  would  absolutely  ruin  en¬ 
listments  in  the  Guard. 

In  conclusion,  I  would  like  to  state  that 
the  issue  in  this  bill  is  not  whether  we 
want  a  capable  Reserve  of  sufficient 
strength.  All  of  us  desire  that.  The 
question  is  whether  this  bill  before  the 
House  give  us  a  capable  Reserve  such  as 
we  desire.  I  have  tried  to  point  out  that 
instead  of  bringing  new  youth  into  the 
Reserve,  that  this  bill  will  discourage 
enlistments  in  the  Reserve,  for  while  to¬ 
day  they  can  enlist  without  prior  mili¬ 
tary  training,  if  this  bill  becomes  law, 
the  youth  who  desire  to  enter  the  Guard 
or  any  other  Reserve  unit,  must  first 
complete  6  month’s  military  training, 
which  is  far  more  than  the  Army  has  at 
the  present  time,  or  ever  has  had,  in  pre¬ 
liminary  training  before  entering  a  reg¬ 
ular  unit.  This  6  month’s  service  which 
is  required  before  a  person  can  enter  a 
Reserve  unit,  cannot  help  but  deter  en¬ 
listments.  The  National  Guard  has  met 
every  quota  assigned  to  it,  but  will  not 
be  able  to  do  so  if  this  bill  becomes  law. 

If  the  youth  are  to  be  deterred  from 
entering  the  Reserve  units,  where  will 
we  obtain  the  strong  Reserve  that  the 
proponents  of  this  bill  say  we  need?  The 
only  source  from  which  we  can  obtain 
these  reservists  is  from  those  who  have 
already  served  2,  3,  or  4  years.  This  is 
unfair  and  against  the  general  desire  of 
the  American  people.  It  places  an  un¬ 
due  hardship  upon  these  ex-servicemen, 
and  it  is  extremely  doubtful  that  these 
involuntary  veterans  will  be  of  any  value 
to  the  Reserve  program.  On  the  .  con¬ 
trary,  they  may  be  injurious  to  such  a 
program. 

As  I  stated  earlier,  I  expect  the  pro¬ 
ponents  of  this  bill,  if  it  becomes  a  law, 
to  return  to  us  next  year,  or  the  one 
after,  stating  that  this  bill  has  failed  to 
get  a  Reserve.  I  certainly  believe  it  will 
fail,  and  that  they  will  ask  Congress  to 
give  them  more  and  greater  control  over 
the  youth  of  America.  No  one  wants  a 
strong  America  more  than  I,  but  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  all  the  strength  of  America  is 
not  in  battleships,  bombers,  tanks  and 
rifles.  The  greatest  strength  in  America 
is  in  the  hearts  and  souls  of  a  free  people, 
and  their  great  spiritual  and  economic 
strength,  and  anything  that  tends  to 
destroy  the  freedom  and  dignity  of  man 
and  replaces  it  with  regimentation,  de¬ 
stroys  the  real  strength  of  America.  In 
providing  an  adequate  defense  we  must 
never  create  a  Frankenstein  of  regimen¬ 
tation  and  militarism  which  will  destroy 
us.  We  can  have  a  strong  defense  in 
America  without  resorting  to  this. 

Mi-.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  In  this 
letter,  which  we  received  from  the  Re¬ 
publican  whip  this  morning,  in  para¬ 
graph  3,  he  says: 


Universal  military  training  is  intended  to 
mean  what  it  says — universal;  that  is,  to  take 
all  young  men  at  the  age  of  18  and  so  on. 

And  then  he  says: 

This  hill  imposes  a  ceiling  of  250,000. 

Is  it  true  that  if  all  of  these  young 
Americans  who  are  physically  and  men¬ 
tally  qualified,  and  who  do  not  belong  to 
that  250,000,  can  be  exempt? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  do  not  care  to  comment 
on  the  whip’s  statement. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  am 
talking  about  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point.) 

Mr.  TEAGUE  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  to  support  H.  R.  5297  because 
I  believe  it  to  be  a  step  in  the  right  direc¬ 
tion,  even  though  that  step  is  a  some¬ 
what  timid  one.  The  fact  is  that  we 
must  do  something,  however  small,  to 
strengthen  our  Reserves  to  remedy  its 
greatest  weakness — the  absence  of 
trained  enlisted  personnel.  Here  are 
some  of  the  facts  of  the  issues.  Russian 
communism  wants  the  world.  She  will 
stop  at  nothing  to  gain  the  prize.  Our 
Nation  is  the  only  nation  strong  enough 
to  stop  her. 

The  only  issue  here  today  is,  How  can 
we  remain  militarily  strong  without 
spending  ourselves  into  economic  col¬ 
lapse?  One  aspect  of  this  problem  may 
be  simply  stated :  How  do  we  build  strong 
Reserves  and  how  do  we  do  it  quickly 
W'ithout  delay?  What  can  we  learn 
from  our  mistakes  of  the  past? 

Between  World  War  H  and  Korea 
about  4  y2  million  young  men  came  of 
military  age.  About  1,100,000  saw  service 
through  being  inducted  or  enlisted. 
Nearly  3V2  million  did  not.  Some  of 
these,  about  900,000,  would  have  been 
4-F  under  present  standards.  The  bal¬ 
ance  were  fit  in  every  way  for  military 
service  and  yet  were  required  neither  to 
train  nor  to  serve.  So  when  Korea  came 
and  we  had  to  mobilize  rapidly,  we  had 
no  source  of  trained  manpower  to  tap — 
no  men  who  could  be  used  quickly  except 
the  veterans  of  World  War  II  who  still 
had  a  Reserve  obligation  even  though  it 
was  not  realized  by  a  great  many  of 
them. 

About  975,000  Reserves  were  recalled 
for  Korea — over  two-thirds  of  them  be¬ 
ing  recalled  in  the  first  year.  Between 
600,000  and  700,000  of  these,  or  about 
70  percent,  were  veterans  of  World  War 
II.  A  recent  report  by  the  Senate  Pre¬ 
paredness  Subcommittee  on  the  status  of 
the  Reserve  indicates  that  probably  more 
than  half  of  all  these  recalled  reservists 
were  inactive  reservists  in  a  nonpay 
status.  These  veteran  reservists  when 
they  were  recalled  to  duty  were  fathers, 
essential  workers,  scientists,  technicians, 
college  students,  farmers,  apprentices, 
and  just  plain  men  earning  a  living. 
They  were  recalled  to  service  regardless 
of  any  of  the  above  situations  which 
would  have  deferred  them  from  initial 
induction  while  men  younger  than  they 
who  had  never  served  their  country  be¬ 
fore  and  who  were  fathers,  essential 
workers,  scientists,  technicians,  college 
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students,  farmers,  apprentices,  were 
either  exempted  or  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  for  service  on  the  identical  basis. 

By  the  end  of  the  first  year  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war,  over  700,000  reservists  were  on 
active  duty.  They  constituted  about  22 
percent  of  our  Armed  Forces.  Five  hun¬ 
dred  and  twenty  thousand  or  15  percent 
of  the  Armed  Forces  were  World  War  H 
veterans.  More  reservists  were  called 
during  the  first  year  of  the  Korean  war 
than  we  inducted  through  the  Selective 
Service  System.  The  Korean  war  began 
in  June  of  1950.  By  the  end  of  Septem¬ 
ber,  about  250,000  reservists  had  been 
recalled. 

Contrast  this  with  the  draft.  In  July 
no  one  was  inducted.  In  August  about 
1,500  were  inducted.  In  September  50,- 
000  were  inducted.  In  the  months  fol¬ 
lowing  September,  the  rate  leveled  off  to 
about  50,000  but  these  men  could  not  be 
used  for  at  least  4  months  after  their  in¬ 
duction.  This  was  through  no  fault  of 
the  Selective  Service  System.  They 
could  have  drafted  many  more  but  the 
untrained  men  must  be  trained  before 
they  can  fight.  The  1,500  inducted  in 
August  could  not  have  possibly  seen  ac¬ 
tion  in  Korea  before  February  of  1951 — 
7  to  8  months  after  the  war  began. 

The  first  and  most  horrible  year  of  the 
Korean  war  was  fought  by  Regulars  but 
were  brought  up  to  strength  by  the  vet¬ 
eran  reservists — some  of  whom  were  in 
Korea  in  a  matter  of  weeks  after  their 
recall.  Where  do  we  stand  today?  In 
almost  exactly  the  same  position  we  were 
in  before  Korea. 

While  we  had  at  the  beginning  of  this 
fiscal  year  over  2  y2  million  in  the  Re¬ 
serve,  approximately  2,250,000  of  them 
being  in  a  so-called  Ready  Reserve 
status,  more  than  78  percent  of  this  Re¬ 
serve  is  composed  of  veterans  of  World 
War  n,  Korea,  or  both.  The  percent  of 
veterans  in  the  Reserve  grows  daily  as 
more  and  more  men  who  served  in  Korea 
conclude  their  tours  of  service  and  move 
into  Ready  Reserve  status  for  6  more 
years.  Of  these  over  2y2  million  reserv¬ 
ists,  only  about  750,000  are  in  a  drill-pay 
status. 

The  requirements  of  the  national  Re¬ 
serve  plan  are  2,950,000.  It  should  be 
pointed  out  that  the  veteran  Reserves  of 
this  figure  are  largely  those  who  enlisted 
or  were  inducted  for  the  Korean  emer¬ 
gency  and  thus  were  given  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  an  overall  8-year  service  Reserve 
obligation.  Of  the  reservists  who  are 
active  today,  the  great  bulk  are  non- 
veterans  and  inadequately  trained  to  be 
truly  ready.  The  Army  and  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  permit  nonveterans  to  en¬ 
list  in  their  units  and  a  large  portion  of 
their  strength  is  in  this  group.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  does  an  excellent  job  but  as 
they  themselves  assert  would  be  much 
better  with  pretrained  personnel.  The 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  just  recently 
the  Air  Force  permit  nonveterans  to  en¬ 
list  in  the  Reserve  provided  they  agree 
to  be  active  in  units  with  the  provision 
they  may  enlist  in  that  particular  service 
in  the  event  they  receive  a  draft  call. 

The  result  is  that  about  half  the  active 
ready  reservists  are  nonveterans  who 
have  received  no  basic  pretraining  and 
receive  in  their  Reserve  units  only  150  to 
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200  hours  per  year.  The  remaining 
numbers  are  veterans — the  largest  num¬ 
ber  of  them  being  officers  and  noncom¬ 
missioned  officers.  Therefore,  the  active 
enlisted  Reserves  are  almost  totally  non¬ 
veterans  and  trained  only  briefly. 

Ever  since  the  end  of  World  War  II  it 
has  been  the  same  old  Reserve  story. 
First,  there  was  no  organized  input  of 
trained  enlisted  men  into  the  Reserves. 
The  only  trained  men  entering  the  Ac¬ 
tive  Reserves  were  officers  and  noncom¬ 
missioned  officers  who  had  served  their 
country  in  wartime.  There  were  few 
enlisted  men  for  these  officers  to  com¬ 
mand  except  in  the  National  Guard.  In 
the  National  Guard,  what  enlisted  men 
there  were,  were  largely  untrained  so 
that  these  reservists  were  faced  with 
the  dismal  routine  of  giving  basic  train¬ 
ing  over  and  over  to  the  enlisted  recruits. 
Thus,  there  was  little  real  incentive  for 
veterans  to  join  the  Reserve  facing  end¬ 
less  meetings  of  giving  basic  training 
over  and  over. 

The  second  cause  of  the  weak  Reserve, 
and  to  me  the  most  important  one,  has 
been  that  those  in  military  authority 
have  taken  little  or  no  interest  in  the 
problems  of  the  Reserves.  This  has  been 
true  throughout  most  of  our  history.  I 
received  my  Reserve  commission  back  in 
1933  and  kept  my  Reserve  commission 
and  kept  up  my  Reserve  work — not  be¬ 
cause  of  any  encouragement  or  any  help 
from  the  Regular*  service  but  in  spite  of 
them. 

Problems  concerning  the  Reserve  have 
always  been  shunted  to  the  bottom  of  the 
pile  of  things  to  do  on  the  desk  of  our 
military  leaders.  Too  few  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  men  who  have  been  charged  with 
our  Reserve  affairs  have  actually  cared 
whether  or  not  we  build  a  Reserve. 
Some  have  actually  tried  to  keep  us  from 
doing  it.  Too  many  of  our  civilian  sec¬ 
retaries  charged  with  the  Reserve  re¬ 
sponsibility  have  either  devoted  their 
time  to  other  matters  or  have  been  in¬ 
effective  spokesmen  for  the  revervists. 
I  believe  that  it  can  be  proven  that  the 
Regular  services  have  over  and  over  at¬ 
tempted  to  prevent  our  having  a  strong 
Reserve.  It  makes  little  difference  what 
kind  of  a  law  we  pass  here  in  Congress 
unless  the  people  handling  this  program 
want  it  to  work,  it  will  not  work. 

We  have  a  Reserve  Forces  Policy  Board 
which  was  created  by  this  Congress  to 
advise  the  Secretary  of  Defense  on  Re¬ 
serve  affairs.  It  would  be  interesting  to 
know  whether  or  not  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  has  ever  accepted  a  recommen¬ 
dation  of  this  Board.  From  what  I  can 
find  out,  they  have  too  often  been  con¬ 
sidered  as  an  advisory  board  whose  ad¬ 
vice  was  not  wanted.  Being  adviser  to 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  they  have  no 
real  independence.  Too  often  their  views 
have  been  filtered  of  all  their  substance 
by  the  military  and  civilian  authorities 
which  serve  as  a  buffer  between  them 
and  the  Secretary.  They  were  relegated 
to  the  back  room  in  1953-54  when  Mr. 
John  Hanna  was  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense  for  Manpower  and  Personnel 
and  have  been  there  nearly  ever  since. 

One  of  the  greatest  rays  of  hope  I  have 
received  along  these  lines  has  been  the 
interest  shown  in  the  Reserve  affairs  by 


the  new  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Mr.  Carter  Burgiss,  because  it  does  not 
matter  what  we  legislate  here  it  will  be 
a  failure  unless  men  with  initiative  and 
imagination  administer  it  vigorously.  It 
is  probably  true  that  our  Reserve  would 
still  be  forgotten  even  now,  we  would 
have  no  bill  before  this  Congress  today, 
and  the  Department  of  Defense  would 
never  have  initiated  a  study  of  the  Re¬ 
serves,  if  a  wholly  independent  group 
acting  independently  at  the  direction  of 
the  President  had  not  been  directed  to 
make  a  study  of  the  Reserve  affairs  in 
1953.  This  group  was  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Commission  who  due  to 
their  independence  were  able  to  report 
directly  to  the  President  as  a  result  of 
which  he  ordered  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  to  take  action  to  develop  the 
National  Reserve  plan.  This  plan  is  ac¬ 
tually  very  simple.  It  proposes  to  rem¬ 
edy  the  one  weakness  of  the  Reserve 
upon  which  the  Congress  had  failed  to 
legislate.  It  provides  an  avenue  for  sup¬ 
plying  trained  enlisted  men  into  the  Re¬ 
serve.  That  is  the  core  and  the  heart 
of  this  bill. 

My  only  misgivings  about  it  are  that 
the  bill  fails  to  provide  that  in  the  event 
the  yearly  quotas  of  volunteers  for  this 
program  are  not  met,  induction  shall  not 
be  used.  This  was  requested  by  the 
President.  The  committee  failed  to 
grant  it.  It  seems  strange,  indeed,  to 
me  that  we  should  provide  induction  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  Regular  military 
service  and  should  be  too  timid  to  pro¬ 
vide  induction  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
Reserve.  We  have  certainly  had  no 
qualms  about  enlisting  men  for  2,  3,  4, 
and  5  years  of  service  or  inducting  men 
for  2  years  of  service  and  placing  all  of 
them  on  an  8-year  obligation  whether  or 
not  they  wanted  it. 

The  trouble  with  the  present  system 
is  that  a  great  many  of  those  who  have 
seen  service  for  2  years  or  more  do  not 
care  to  be  active  in  Reserve  affairs  so 
long  as  they  know  that  so  many  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  others  have  done 
nothing  and  are  being  required  to  do 
nothing.  One  reason  we  have  no  well- 
trained  enlisted  men  in  our  Reserve  is 
because  a  man  who  has  seen  2  years  of 
service  if  he  is  any  good  is  a  corporal 
or  sergeant  after  his  2  years’  service. 
If  he  is  still  a  private  or  private  first 
class  he  should  not  be  in  the  Reserve 
anyway. 

The  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  apparently 
desire  Reserves  composed  entirely  of 
officers  and  noncommissioned  officers, 
with  no  enlisted  men,  that  is,  if  they 
actually  desire  Reserve  at  all,  which  I 
doubt.  This  is  the  same  problem  which 
I  talked  about  earlier  in  saying  that  this 
program  must  have  sympathetic  admin¬ 
istration  once  it  is  passed.  This  bill  seeks 
to  remedy  one  of  the  glaring  inequities 
of  the  Korean  recall  of  Reserves.  It 
permits  combat  veterans  and  others  who 
have  seen  prior  service  to  be  screened  to 
the  Standby  Reserve.  Then  in  the  event 
of  a  national  emergency  declared  by  the 
Congress,  Standby  Reserves  will  be  called 
to  active  duty  only  through  the  machin¬ 
ery  of  the  selective  service  system. 
Many  of  the  inequities  of  the  Korean 
emergency  will  thus  be  avoided.  In  that 


emergency  inactive  reservists  who  would 
have  been  deferrable  under  selective 
service  were  called  to  active  duty  while 
younger  nonveterans  who  were  in  the 
identical  categories  were  either  exempt 
or  deferred  from  the  draft. 

Although  it  is  not  provided  in  this  bill, 
I,  for  one,  would  like  to  receive  an  annual 
report  from  a  wholly  independent  group 
regarding  the  progress  of  the  entire  Re¬ 
serve  program.  I  would  like  this  group 
to  be  one  whose  first  interest  is  in  the 
Reserve  forces  and  not  the  Regular  Es¬ 
tablishment.  I  would  like  to  see  an  in¬ 
dependent  group  with  authority  to  at 
least  nudge  the  Armed  Forces  in  the 
right  direction  in  carrying  out  the 
intent  of  this  bill  and  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act.  True,  I  think  that 
the  present  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  for  Manpower  and  Personnel  is 
interested  in  this,  but  he  has  many 
problems  other  than  those  relating 
to  the  Reserves.  Reserve  affairs  are 
a  full-time  job  for  any  man.  Also,  we 
should  remember  that  unfortunately  Mr. 
Carter  Burgiss  will  not  always  be  in  his 
present  job.  His  predecessor,  in  my 
opinion,  was  no  friend  of  the  Reserve. 
The  man  who  follows  him  might  be  of 
the  same  caliber. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hear  it  said  that  this 
is  a  UMT  bill.  It  is  extremely  diffi¬ 
cult  for  me  to  follow  this  logic.  It  is 
not  UMT.  In  the  first  place,  no  induc¬ 
tion  of  any  kind  or  any  type  can  be 
found  anywhere  in  this  bill.  That  bill 
on  induction  was  voted  on  last  Febru¬ 
ary — the  extension  of  the  draft.  At  that 
time,  with  only  four  dissenting  votes,  this 
House  voted  to  continue  selective  service 
for  4  more  years.  There  were  no  cries 
of  UMT  at  that  time;  yet,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  that  bill  we  could  conceivably 
induct  every  young  man  in  the  United 
States  under  the  age  of  26  for  2  years 
of  service  if  necessary  to  meet  our  mili¬ 
tary  requirements.  There  were  no  cries 
of  UMT  then.  I  am  still  not  clear  as 
to  why  it  would  not  be  just  as  logical 
in  order  to  meet  our  military  require¬ 
ments  for  the  Reserve  forces  to  allow 
induction  for  the  training  program  just 
as  we  do  for  the  Regular  services. 

I  would  point  out  also  that  under  this 
bill  deferments  continue  as  under  the 
present  system.  UMT  would  allow  no 
deferments.  This  bill  limits  the  num¬ 
ber  of  men  going  into  the  training  pro¬ 
gram  to  250,000  a  year.  UMT  would  in¬ 
clude  everybody. 

This  plan  is  designed  to  meet  the  mili¬ 
tary  security  requirements  of  the  Re¬ 
serve — not  to  train  everyone  for  the  sake 
of  training.  This  bill  is  to  expire  in  4 
years.  UMT  was  conceived  as  perma¬ 
nent  legislation. 

Lastly,  this  program  is  so  far  from 
being  universal  that  those  who  call  it 
such  should  brush  up  on  their  arithmetic. 
Even  if  all  possible  avenues  for  fulfill¬ 
ing  the  military  obligation  are  taken  into 
account,  the  program  is  far  from  uni¬ 
versal.  We  have  over  1%  million  men  in 
class  1-A  today.  This  does  not  include 
the  1  million  men  who  became  fathers 
during  the  Korean  war  who  are  exempt 
from  military  service  under  present  reg¬ 
ulations.  We  have  between  nine  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  and  a  million  physically 
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fit  men  coming  of  age  each  year.  Only 
about  one-half  of  these  are  required  for 
military  service  each  year  either  through 
volunteering  or  being  inducted.  If  the 
full  quota  of  250,000  men  each  year  is 
enlisted  into  the  military  training  pro¬ 
gram,  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands,  yes,  millions  of  physically  fit 
young  men  will  not  have  seen  service  or 
training  or  reserve  obligation  by  the  time 
this  bill  expires  in  1959. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Nation’s  security, 
fairness,  in  equity  demand  that  we  pass 
this  bill.  We  should  never  let  happen 
again  in  our  country  what  happened 
when  all  our  World  War  II  veterans  were 
called  back  in  for  the  Korean  war.  The 
postponement  of  this  or  any  other  meas¬ 
ure  for  our  defense  cannot  postpone  the 
disaster  to  which  unpreparedness  may 
lead  us.  Many  opponents  of  this  meas¬ 
ure  say  to  us  to  let  those  who  have  served 
and  fought  once  or  twice  go  out  and  fight 
again  when  the  next  crisis  arises.  They 
say  that  no  one  really  cares  about  the 
matter  of  equity  and  fairness  in  this 
program.  The  argument  is  raised  that 
the  Nation’s  security  comes  first  and  that 
equity  can  be  forgotten. 

No  one  can  deny  that  the  Nation’s  se¬ 
curity  comes  first.  But  I  most  emphati¬ 
cally  deny  that  the  basic  American  prin¬ 
ciples  of  equity  and  fairness  can  be  for¬ 
gotten.  If  inequity  and  unfairness  can 
be  avoided  at  the  same  time  we  can 
serve  the  cause  of  national  security,  in¬ 
equity  and  unfairness  should  be  avoided. 
To  say  otherwise  is  doing  cynical  think¬ 
ing  which  can  endanger  our  very  secu¬ 
rity  itself,  for  inequity  and  unfairness 
lead  to  poor  morale  and  the  core  of  all 
security  is  the  high  morale  of  the  men 
who  serve. 

If  we  take  no  action  here,  it  means 
that  in  the  future  inequities  will  be 
heaped  upon  those  who  have  already  suf¬ 
fered  much  in  the  past.  It  means  that 
we  refuse  to  build  a  combat  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  composed  of  young  men  who  have 
not  seen  prior  service.  Thus  in  the  event 
of  a  future  emergency,  we  must  call 
back  reserves  who  have  seen  service  not 
only  in  Korea  but  perhaps  in  World 
War  II  as  well.  It  means  in  effect  that 
we  are  telling  the  veterans  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  that  we  desire  to  compound  in¬ 
equities  on  them  rather  than  ask  that 
some  who  have  never  served  before,  who 
might  never  serve  in  the  future,  take 
their  fair  share  of  the  burden  of  defend¬ 
ing  this  Nation’s  heritage  of  liberty  and 
freedom. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  no  time  for  false 
optimism.  A  failure  to  pass  this  bill  is 
to  legislate  unpreparedness  for  this  coun¬ 
try.  If  we  lose  our  present  struggle 
against  communism,  it  will  not  be 
through  any  overwhelming  strength 
from  the  part  of  the  Soviet  Union.  It 
will  be  because  we  have  failed  to  use 
the  strength,  the  moral  and  the  physical 
strength,  which  we  possess. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  we  pass  this  bill 
and  get  on  with  building  a  strong  Re¬ 
serve. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  closing  I  would  like 
to  say  that  the  reservist  is  a  needed  in¬ 
dividual  in  the  defense  scheme  of  our 
country.  He  is  the  best  friend  that  the 
Department  of  Defense  has  because  he 


will  support  any  worthwhile  legislation 
or  any  congressional  budget  within  rea¬ 
son  for  the  improvement  of  national  de¬ 
fense.  In  peace  he  will  give  up  his  rec¬ 
reation  and  spare  time  to  carry  on  his 
military  training.  In  war  he  will  liqui¬ 
date  his  business  and  professional  career 
to  serve  in  the  Armed  Forces.  He  only 
asks  for  the  right  to  train  and  serve  in 
the  highest  capacity  in  which  he  is  ca¬ 
pable — to  be  recognized  and  treated  as  an 
equal  part  in  the  service  of  his  country. 
A  civilian  soldier  in  peace  or  in  war  is 
a  valuable  part  of  our  Nation’s  security 
forces. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point 
in  the  Record  on  the  pending  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

NIKE 

Mr.  BURNSIDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  yes¬ 
terday  afternoon  the  Army’s  NIKE  site 
at  Lor  ton,  Va.,  was  on  display  for  the 
Members  of  Congress.  I  was  one  of  the 
few  able  to  attend.  This  visit  brought 
to  my  attention  the  importance  and 
value  of  the  role  the  Army  has  in  pre¬ 
paring  to  defend  our  country  against 
air  attack  and  the  magnitude  of  the 
task  which  is  now  being  accomplished 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Since  most  of  my  colleagues  were 
unable  to  attend,  I  feel  it  is  my  duty 
and  privilege  to  briefly  inform  you  of 
what  I  saw  and  heard  yesterday  after¬ 
noon  at  an  operational  NIKE  guided- 
missile  site,  which  is  ready  and  prepared 
on  a  few  minutes’  notice  to  defend  our 
Nation’s  Capital  against  enemy  bombers. 

As  we  drove  down  Shirley  Highway 
and  on  the  winding  roads  near  Lorton, 
I  congratulated  myself  on  having  taken 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  spend 
such  a  beautiful  day  in  the  outdoors. 
Suddenly  we  were  at  the  control  area  of 
the  NIKE  battery.  It  was  a  surprise  to 
find  that  we  were  so  close  before  I  had 
noticed  it.  The  long,  low  concrete-block 
buildings  are  painted  light  green,  with 
a  dark  green  trim,  and  blend  so  success¬ 
fully  with  the  spring  landscape  that  it  is 
very  difficult  to  pick  them  out  at  a 
distance. 

Since  we  do  not  have  time  this  after¬ 
noon  for  a  full  description  of  all  that 
took  place,  I  will  only  touch  upon  what 
to  me  were  the  most  important  features. 

The  first  of  these  is  the  fact  that  the 
Army  is  a  highly  important  member  of 
the  team  on  which  we  rely  for  our  pro¬ 
tection  against  air  attack.  The  Army, 
by  means  of  NIKE,  the  90-millimeter 
and  120-millimeter  guns,  and  Sky- 
sweeper,  is  providing  defense  for  our 
most  important  cities  and  installations. 
The  NIKE  defenses  are  constantly  ready, 
day  and  night,  week  in  and  week  out, 
to  seek  out  and  destroy  enemy  bombers 
while  they  are  still  many  miles  from  the 
vital  area  being  defended. 

Because  it  is  impossible  to  provide  an 
antiaircraft  defense  for  every  city  and 
installation  worthy  of  protection,  it  is 
necessary  to  select  the  areas  to  be  de¬ 
fended  after  due  consideration  of  a  num¬ 
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ber  of  factors.  Among  these  factors  are 
the  following: 

The  population  density. 

The  relative  industrial  importance. 

Geographical  location. 

Availability  of  other  means  of  air 
defense. 

Availability  of  antiaircraft  weapons 
and  crews. 

I  am  happy  to  report  that  mass  pro¬ 
duction  of  NIKE  and  the  training  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  troops  are  progressing  very 
satisfactorily. 

The  second  highlight  of  the  day  was 
the  construction  at  the  battery.  I  men¬ 
tioned  before  how  the  control  area  build¬ 
ings  blend  in  with  the  countryside.  Let 
me  assure  you  that  the  buildings  now 
being  provided  our  “frontline  soldiers” — 
the  antiaircraft  batteries — are  a  far  cry 
from  the  wartime  emergency  type  of 
construction  to  which  we  all  are  accus¬ 
tomed.  The  concrete  block  type  of 
building  now  being  constructed  for  our 
antiaircraft  personnel  are  attractive, 
comfortable,  and  economical.  I  can  well 
understand  why  some  communities  have, 
in  the  past,  objected  to  giving  up  land 
for  the  installation  of  an  antiaircraft 
battery.  The  people  were  afraid  that, 
based  on  the  type  of  structure  which  was 
built  during  World  War  II  and  is  still  so 
prevalent  at  Army  posts,  the  local  bat¬ 
tery  would  be  an  eyesore  and  seriously 
affect  surrounding  property  values.  Now 
that  I  have  seen  an  example  of  the  con¬ 
struction  which  is  being  put  up  through¬ 
out  the  country,  I  can  assure  you  and 
your  constituents  that  the  NIKE  bat¬ 
teries  will  be  a  credit  to  any  community. 

Another  phase  of  the  construction 
that  impressed  me  was  the  underground 
magazines.  These  massive  structures, 
filled  with  deadly  NIKE  missiles,  are 
completely  out  of  sight.  By  storing  the 
missiles  underground,  the  area  required 
for  one  battery  is  reduced  from  nearly 
150  acres  to  about  50  acres.  Here  the 
missiles  wait  until  an  enemy  is  detected, 
stored  at  under  nearly  optimum  condi¬ 
tions  and  without  danger  to  adjoining 
areas  in  the  event  of  an  explosion.  As 
General  Hendrix  informed  us  yesterday : 

We  want  the  people  to  feel  and  see  that 
the  Army  is  doing  everything  possible  to 
maintain  high  standards;  that  the  NIKE 
site  is  not  dangerous,  but  as  safe  as  a  gas 
station;  as  important  to  security  and  as 
much  a  part  of  the  local  community  as  the 
police  and  fire  departments;  and  that  the 
physical  appearance  of  our  sites  will  blend 
with  the  adjoining  civilian  areas. 

A  third  highlight  of  the  day  was  the 
NIKE  equipment.  Anyone  who  has 
stood  in  the  control  area  of  a  NIKE  bat¬ 
tery,  watching  the  three  radars  and  as¬ 
sociated  equipment  while  the  highly 
trained  crew  goes  through  the  pre¬ 
engagement  routine,  cannot  help  but  be 
impressed,  not  only  with  the  complex 
equipment,  but  with  the  skill  and  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  men  manning  the  equip¬ 
ment.  To  me,  the  real  thrill  so  far  as 
the  equipment  was  concerned,  came  in 
the  launching  area.  Here,  when  the 
long  slender  NIKE’s  were  erected  on 
their  launchers — impressing  the  viewer 
with  both  their  beauty  and  lethal  effi¬ 
ciency — I  could  really  visualize  the  true 
effectiveness  and  value  of  this  new  and 
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deadly  antiaircraft  weapon — the  only 
known  operational  surface-to-air  mis¬ 
sile  in  the  hands  of  troops. 

We  have  been  hearing  for  years  about 
this  missile  system  or  that  one.  How 
effective  each  will  be — when  it  is  per¬ 
fected.  Yesterday  I  did  more  than  hear 
about  a  missile — I  saw  it.  ready  to  go 
into  action  now  against  any  enemy 
which  might  attack  us. 

The  last,  and  possibly  most  important, 
highlight  of  the  day  was  the  antiaircraft 
personnel.  As  I  looked  at  the  men  man¬ 
ning  the  equipment,  the  battery  and 
battalion  officers,  and  the  general  com¬ 
manding  the  defenses  of  this  and  other 
cities  on  the  east  coast,  I  felt  that  the 
trust  we  and  the  people  of  this  country 
have  placed  in  them  was  well  bestowed. 

The  men  in  a  NIKE  battery  must  be 
highly  trained  in  order  to  adequately 
maintain  and  operate  their  equipment. 
A  NIKE  specialist  who  has  gone  through 
the  long  training  courses  at  Fort  Bliss 
is  an  electronic  technician  who  can 
readily  find  a  job  in  civilian  industry.  I 
am  happy  to  state  that  I  was  assured 
that  recent  action  by  this  Congress  has 
improved  substantially  the  economic 
status  and  morale  of  the  soldiers,  and 
that  it  is  hoped  that  more  of  the  special¬ 
ist  personnel  will  now  remain  in  the 
Army. 

From  the  young  private,  only  a  few 
months  away  from  home,  to  the  general, 
veteran  of  many  years’  service,  I  received 
the  same  impression — competence  in  his 
job,  awareness  of  the  importance  of  his 
mission,  confidence  in  his  weapons,  and 
resolution  to  do  his  part  to  defend  his 
country. 

Gentlemen,  in  closing  let  me  assure 
you  that  I  wish  everyone  of  you  could 
have  been  with  me  yesterday.  It  is  most 
heartening  to  turn  for  a  moment  from 
our  daily  task  of  deciding  what  should 
be  done  for  the  Nation’s  welfare  to 
actually  see  what  has  been  done  as  a 
result  of  our  past  actions.  We,  as  well 
as  the  Army,  should  be  proud  of  the 
NIKE. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Chairman,  no  legis¬ 
lation  will  come  before  the  Congress  this 
session  which  deserves  more  thoughtful 
consideration  than  H.  R.  5297,  the  so- 
called  Reserve  manpower  bill. 

My  particular  concern  arises  from  the 
many  letters  received  from  people  in  my 
district  expressing  their  views.  These 
opinions  come  from  citizens  whose  inter¬ 
est  in  the  welfare  and  future  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  is  paramount,  and  while  the  con¬ 
clusions  of  those  who  wrote  differ,  the 
underlying  and  common  desire  of  all  is 
to  avoid  militarism  and  preserve  our 
peaceful  civilian  mode  of  life. 

We  Members  of  the  House  recognize 
from  our  correspondence  when  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  constituents  are 
speaking,  as  against  organized  self-in¬ 
terest  pressure  mail.  I  know  of  no  mail 
on  controversial  legislation  of  recent 
years  which  originated  from  finer  mo¬ 
tives  of  freedom  and  patriotism.  On  the 
one  hand,  a  fear  was  registered  that  this 
program  is  a  step  toward  Prussianism; 
on  the  other,  it  is  considered  a  step  in 
the  other  direction. 

Here  is  a  case  where  we  have  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  digging  out  the  facts  and 
casting  our  vote,  either  for  or  against 


strengthening  the  Reserve  military 
forces,  on  the  basis  of  information  avail¬ 
able  to  us.  Facts  and  not  emotionalism 
should  be  the  governing  factor. 

I  hold  here  in  my  hand  a  pamphlet  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Socialist  Labor  Party  enti¬ 
tled  “Stomp  UMT.  It’s  a  Step  To  War 
and  Fascism.”  In  its  four  closely  printed 
pages  there  is  not  one  reference  to  the 
provisions  of  this  bill.  There  is  no  analy¬ 
sis  or  argument — just  emotionalism  say¬ 
ing  militarism  will  continue  to  flourish 
until  the  workers,  enlightened  and  con¬ 
scious  of  their  potentially  invincible 
might,  consolidate  their  power  in  the  So¬ 
cialist  Industrial  Union,  and  shielded  by 
their  political  organization,  take  over 
and  run  the  industries  of  the  Nation,  for 
the  common  good.”  It  sounds  like  sub¬ 
stituting  one  kind  of  fascism  for  another 
to  me.  But  if  any  Members  have  re¬ 
ceived  anticonscription  resolutions,  it 
might  be  because  of  the  suggestion  of 
this  Socialist  Labor  Party  literature.  I 
did  not  get  any.  The  only  thing  sent  me 
was  the  pamphlet  with  a  strongly  worded 
letter  protesting  its  contents  and  dis¬ 
tribution. 

Now  as  to  the  Reserve  manpower  bill 
itself,  to  me  it  is  a  step  toward  disarma¬ 
ment  and  demilitarization.  Certainly 
there  must  be  great  misunderstanding 
about  it. 

I  can  see  the  argument  that  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  set  up  on  a  voluntary  basis 
can  be  changed  to  a  compulsory  plan, 
more  easily  than  a  new  compulsory  pro¬ 
gram  can  be  established.  However,  it 
would  seem  to  me  opponents  of  milita¬ 
rism  would  favor  a  reduction  in  full  mil¬ 
itary  service  for  many,  rather  than  con¬ 
tinue  the  extent  of  the  draft  as  it  has 
been  and  complete  disruption  of  civilian 
life  for  so  many  young  men,  interrupting 
their  education  and  preventing  the  nor¬ 
mal  process  of  starting  in  on  careers. 

As  has  been  pointed  out  under  this  law, 
a  boy  who  is  subject  to  the  draft  if  he 
elects,  and  only  if  he  so  elects,  may  vol¬ 
unteer  for  the  Reserves.  If  he  volun¬ 
teers,  he  is  then  obligated  to  a  6 -month 
training  period.  When  he  completes 
this  6  months’  training  he  is  relieved 
from  further  training  except  in  the  event 
of  a  national  emergency  when  all  Re¬ 
serves  would  be  called.  Meanwhile,  he 
has  an  obligation  to  attend  drills,  either 
go  to  camp  2  weeks  each  year  or  to  attend 
48  drills  a  year.  He  stays  in  this  re¬ 
serve  status  for  714  years.  Under  the 
draft  law,  if  the  boy  preferred  not  to  vol¬ 
unteer  under  the  Reserve  program,  he 
would  have  2  years  in  the  Service  and 
then  would  be  on  reserve  status  for  6 
more  years.  This  law  does  not  change 
the  length  of  time  the  boy  remains  in  the 
Reserves. 

The  only  change  is  that  young  men 
who  find  it  less  disrupting  to  their  lives 
and  prefer  it,  have  an  opportunity  to 
volunteer  and  take  6  months’  training 
rather  than  being  drafted  for  2  years’ 
service. 

So,  as  I  say,  this  legislation  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  step  away  from  militarization, 
and  it  is  most  certainly  not  universal 
military  training.  What  it  is,  as  I  view 
it,  is  a  modification  of  Selective  Service. 
I  think  there  is  a  widespread  lack  of  in¬ 
formation  on  the  bill  as  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and 
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it  is  lack  of  understanding  which  has 
caused  considerable  misapprehension. 
The  world  is  divided  into  two  armed 
camps  which  is  tragic  and  wrong,  but  as 
long  as  the  Communists  adhere  to  their 
objective  of  world  conquest  we  must  be 
prepared  to  defend  ourselves  and 
strength  of  potential  trained  manpower 
to  resist  aggression  is  our  best  hope  of 
peace. 

A  study  of  the  bill  and  a  careful  ex¬ 
amination  of  the  Armed  Services  report 
of  the  hearings  on  it  convince  me  I  am 
doing  right  to  support  this  legislation. 

This  Nation  will  never  be  in  danger  of 
militarism  as  long  as  the  congressional 
representatives  of  the  people  follow  the 
recommendations  of  their  consciences, 
and  I,  for  one,  am  heeding  mine  in  say¬ 
ing  I  am  supporting  this  bill. 

And  in  conclusion  let  me  just  add, 
since  this  is  fundamental  legislation  and 
highly  important  as  far  as  our  future 
national  policy  is  concerned,  I  am 
thankful  partisan  politics  is  not  a  con¬ 
sideration.  I  respect  the  opinions  of 
members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  who 
differ  from  my  conclusions.  This  is  not 
an  issue  on  which  one  follows  a  leader, 
the  President,  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
or  anyone  else.  Today,  we  follow  our 
own  thinking  and  as  the  Bible  says,  we 
must  look  to  ourselves. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  can  honestly  say  I 
have  looked  to  myself  in  this  respect  and 
as  such  urge  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  20  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]  . 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
not  use  my  allotted  time  to  discuss  the 
bill  before  us  in  detail  either  critically  or 
otherwise.  I  propose  at  this  time  to  dis¬ 
cuss  an  amendment,  which  I  am  going 
to  offer  to  this  bill.  The  amendment  is 
as  follows: 

Page  5,  line  3,  strike  out  the  quotation 
mark  and  insert  the  following: 

“(4)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  this  act,  any  male  person  17  years  of  age 
or  older  who  has  not  received  notice  to  re¬ 
port  for  induction  under  this  act,  but  who 
is  enrolled  in  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  high  school,  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution,  may,  by  filing  a  notice 
with  the  appropriate  local  draft  board,  elect 
to  receive  training  and  service,  and  serve  in 
a  Reserve  component,  under  this  paragraph 
in  lieu  of  performing  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  a  Reserve  component 
under  any  other  provision  of  this  act  or  any 
other  law.  No  person  less  than  18  years  of 
age  may  make  such  election  unless  he  has 
the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guard¬ 
ian.  After  such  person  has  made  such  elec¬ 
tion,  if  he  continues  to  attend  such  an  in¬ 
stitution,  he  shall,  on  or  after  the  1st  day 
but  before  the  11th  day  of  June  in  each  of 
the  next  succeeding  years  in  which  he  is 
physically  able  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  for  a  period  of  91  consecutive  days  dur¬ 
ing  each  such  year  for  not  more  than  4  sum¬ 
mers.  Such  person  and  his  dependents 
shall  be  entitled,  with  respect  to  all  such 
periods  of  active  duty  for  training,  and 
necessary  travel  to  and  from  such  duty,  to 
all  the  pay,  allowances,  and  other  benefits 
to  which  enlisted  members  of  the  uniformed 
services  in  pay  grade  E-l  (and  their  de¬ 
pendents)  are  entitled  with  respect  to 
periods  of  active  duty  or  authorized  travel, 
as  the  case  may  be.  If,  before  completing 
four  annual  periods  of  active  duty  for  train- 
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lng  under  this  paragraph,  such  person  ceases 
to  attend  an  educational  Institution  under 
circumstances  (other  than  by  transfer  or 
graduation)  which  indicate  that  his  en¬ 
rollment  in  such  institution  may  reason¬ 
ably  be  considered  to  have  been  volun¬ 
tarily  terminated,  or  if  his  enrollment 
is  termined  (other  than  by  transfer  or 
graduation),  his  election  to  receive  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  this  paragraph 
shall  be  deemed  irrevocably  canceled,  and 
he  shall  thereafter  be  liable  for  induction 
for  training  and  service  under  the  remaining 
provisions  of  this  act;  however,  full  credit 
shall  be  given  him  toward  completion  of  his 
required  period  of  active  duty  for  training 
and  service,  and  service  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  for  all  active  duty  for  training  per¬ 
formed  by  him  under  this  paragraph  (4). 
Where  such  person  graduates  from  an  educa¬ 
tional  institution  and  enolls  in  another 
educational  institution,  or  where  he  trans¬ 
fers  from  one  educational  institution  to  an¬ 
other  educational  institution,  he  shall  not 
thereby  become  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  this  act  if  he  otherwise  meets  all 
requirements  of  this  paragraph  (4).  After 
such  person  has  been  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  training  under  this  paragraph  (4)  during 
4  years,  he  shall  be  placed  in  the  Standby 
Reserves  for  1  year.  After  he  has  been  a 
member  of  the  Standby  Reserves  for  1  year, 
such  person  shall  be  released  from  all  lia¬ 
bility  for  training  and  service  under  this 
act  and  any  other  law.  If  any  such  person  is 
not  permitted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  under  this  paragraph  (4)  by  rea¬ 
son  of  a  disease  or  disability  of  a  perman¬ 
ent  nature  which  would  afford  a  basis  for 
deferring  him  from  induction  for  training 
and  service  under  this  act,  he  shall  there¬ 
after  be  deferred  from  training  and  service 
under  this  act,  unless  he  volunteers  for  in¬ 
duction  for  such  training  and  service.  This 
paragraph  (4)  shall  not  be  operative  in  time 
of  war  or  during  any  period  of  national  emer¬ 
gency  proclaimed  by  the  Congress.” 

It  has  to  do,  in  my  opinion,  with  the 
preservation  of  one  of  the  finest  edu¬ 
cational  systems  on  earth. 

I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Education  for  over  20  years. 
Prior  to  that  time  I  was  interested  in 
the  field  of  education.  I  have  thor¬ 
oughly  discussed  the  amendment  men¬ 
tioned  with  the  30  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Education.  No  formal  action 
was  asked  because  the  matter  was  be¬ 
fore  another  committee  of  the  House. 
To  me  it  is  perfectly  astounding  that 
this,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
should  be  assembled  here  discussing  a 
bill  affecting  the  future  educational 
standards  of  this  great  Nation — the  op¬ 
portunity  and  privilege  of  boys  going 
to  school.  I  mean,  discussing  those 
things  that  not  only  affect,  but  control— 
and  not  one  single  word  is  said  in  be¬ 
half  of  the  boys,  or  the  future  of  their 
educational  opportunities,  and  the  mili¬ 
tary  has  not  exhibited  any  interest  in 
the  field  of  education,  with  the  exception 
of  insisting,  and  they  can,  will,  and 
should  provide,  such  education  as  in  their 
opinion  the  young  men  should  have,  but 
carefully  avoid  even  mentioning  our  tra¬ 
ditional  methods  or  institutions.  I 
looked  at  a  television  program  this  morn¬ 
ing,  in  which  the  Armed  Forces  educa¬ 
tional  system  was  being  advertised  and 
promoted — the  recruiting  offices  are  full 
of  pamphlets,  programs,  beautiful  ex¬ 
pensive  booklets  —  advocating  what? 
That  they  can  properly  educate  the  youth 
of  this  land,  the  citizens  of  tomorrow. 


Turn  them  all  over  to  us.  Listen  to  this 
advertisement,  a  beautiful  8-page  book¬ 
let — red,  white,  and  blue — with  8  action- 
colored  pictures.  I  am  reading : 

The  guard  offers  unlimited  educational  op¬ 
portunities.  Your  son  may  attend  Regular 
Army  or  Air  Force  service  or  technical  schools 
with  pay,  or  he  may  take  correspondence 
courses.  Through  these  schools,  which  of¬ 
fer  more  than  450  courses,  he  may  improve 
his  education,  boost  his  military  specialty, 
and  increase  his  civilian  earning  power. 

Which  in  effect  is  saying,  “We  can  of¬ 
fer  more  courses  than  any  college  in 
America  and  can  pay  you  while  you  are 
being  educated.” 

Correspondence  courses.  Yes,  but  the 
military  shudder  when  one  mentions 
using  our  high  schools,  prep  schools, 
private  schools  or  colleges.  They  not 
only  recommend  these  military  schools 
which  offer  more  than  450  courses,  where 
he  may  improve  his  education,  and  boost 
his  military  specialty  and  increase  his 
civilian  earning  power,  but  leave  the  im¬ 
pression  that  they  seek  authority  to  make 
them  use  these  schools  or  else. 

All  this  time  I  have  been  dumb  enough 
to  think  that  the  fine  educational  system 
of  this  country,  the  public  school  system, 
the  private  school  system,  the  church 
schools  of  this  land,  the  colleges,  the 
junior  colleges,  and  the  prep  schools  were 
to  educate  our  youth  and  were  doing  a 
grand  job.  But  they  can  make  no  such 
claims  as  the  military  is  making. 

And  when  asked,  through  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Education  and  Labor,  of  which 
I  am  chairman,  for  a  report  on  the  op¬ 
eration  of  their  schools,  the  activities  of 
their  educational  program  and  its  cost  to 
the  taxpayers,  the  Department  of  the 
Army  furnished  the  following  foolish  and 
meaningless  reply: 

it  has  not  been  possible  to  provide  mean¬ 
ingful  figures  in  some  reports  concerning 
obligations.  Estimates  were  made,  when 
possible,  but  the  nature  of  some  of  the  Army 
educational  and  training  activities  is  such 
that  even  approximate  estimates  are  not  pos¬ 
sible.  At  Army  service  schools,  for  example, 
the  only  available  information  concerns 
amounts  obligated  under  “Army  training” 
which  cannot  be  furnished  as  representing 
the  total  cost  of  operating  the  schools  since 
they  do  not  include  amounts  required  to 
furnish  standard  supplies  and  equipment 
issued  through  normal  supply  channels,  such 
as  travel  in  connection  with  the  schools  or 
numerous  expenses  provided  for  in  other  cost 
categories.  In  this  same  connection,  it 
should  be  noted  that  the  pay  of  personnel 
participating  in  Army  educational  programs 
is  paid  from  other  appropriations,  and  con¬ 
sequently  is  not  included  in  obligations 
shown  for  education  activities.  (Reference: 
H.  Doc.  No.  428,  p.  165,  82d  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

The  gentleman  handling  and  direct¬ 
ing  this  bill  has  not  opened  his  mouth 
about  encouraging  education  or  giving 
the  average  kid  of  17  or  18  years  of  age 
one  thing  in  the  world  that  would  en¬ 
courage  him  to  get  along  with  his  educa¬ 
tion.  America  did  not  grow  great  by 
accident,  improvement  in  living  stand¬ 
ards  was  not  just  handed  to  us.  All  the 
educational  institutions  in  America  from 
the  little  red  schoolhouse  to  date  have 
certainly  been  one  of  the  greatest  con¬ 
tributors  toward  making  this  Nation  not 
only  a  powerful  Nation,  but  also  the 
greatest  producing  Nation  of  everything 
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from  necessities  to  luxuries  on  earth,  all 
of  which  play  a  large  part  in  the  high 
living  standards  we  now  enjoy,  and  I 
am  now  reluctant  at  this  late  date  to 
trade  off  the  views  of  our  educational 
leaders  for  the  views  and  ambitions  of 
the  Pentagon. 

I  feel  this  so  deeply  that  I  must  ex¬ 
press  my  resentment  to  the  highest 
military  officials,  whether  they  be  in 
the  Pentagon  or  wherever  they  are,  that 
want  to  control  and  regulate  but  not 
educate.  They  want  to  subordinate  edu¬ 
cation,  revise  it,  revamp  it,  and  worse 
still,  direct  and  control  it.  I  fear  this 
policy  and  attitude. 

No.  They  do  not  lend  a  hand.  At 
the  same  time  they  seem  to  take  the 
attitude  that  education  is  not  one  of  the 
very  foundation  stones  upon  which  this 
Nation  must  defend  itself;  yes,  even 
survive,  unless  provided  by  them  at  tax¬ 
payers’  expense — in  the  most  expensive 
and  haphazard  way. 

I  would  like  for  the  gentleman  or 
anyone  else  to  challenge  that  statement. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  do  not  want  to 
get  into  a  debate  with  my  good  friend. 
However,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  whether  or  no  the  believes  that 
every  young  man  has  a  very  definite  obli¬ 
gation  in  the  defense  of  his  country? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend,  I  wish  you  had  not 
directed  that  question  to  me.  Both  you 
and  I  know  the  answer  to  that  so  well, 
and  every  person  in  this  House  knows 
the  answer  to  that.  I  recognized  mine. 
You  recognized  yours.  And  I  have  faith 
and  confidence  enough  in  the  youth  of 
this  land  to  say  that  the  generations  to 
follow  after  you  and  me  will  be  just  as 
good,  yes,  I  hope  better  and  more  cog¬ 
nizant  of  the  responsibility  that  they 
have  to  this  country.  That  is  not  the 
issue.  Are  you  trying  to  force  the  choice 
that  they  must  give  their  all  to  the 
country  and  ignore  their  preparation  for 
themselves,  their  families  for  good  citi¬ 
zenship,  and  what  we  call  a  better  way 
of  life  in  America?  No,  you  are  not  do¬ 
ing  that. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  certainly  am 
not,  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina. 

Exactly  what  is  the  point  you  are  get¬ 
ting  at?  That  we  are  requiring  military 
service  through  the  draft? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  from 
Maryland  is  a  faster  thinker  on  this 
than  I  am.  The  point  I  am  getting  to  is 
this:  we  can  stand  here  and  let  out 
these  blood-curdling  yells  about  the  sci¬ 
entific  men  Russia  is  turning  out,  about 
those  planes  that  go  850  miles  an  hour, 
about  those  terrible  death-dealing  sci¬ 
entific  machines  they  have. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr, 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Not  now. 

We  can  hear  all  of  that  if  we  please. 
How  did  they  get  them?  It  was  not  the 
soldier  who  could  just  do  "squads  right” 
or  “squads  left”;  it  was  the  scientific 
men,  the  chemists,  the  physicists,  the 
electrical  men,  the  well-trained  men, 
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those  who  can  think,  invent,  and  under¬ 
stand  those  gadgets  and  develop  them. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Just  a  minute,  just  a 
minute. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Just  at 
that  point. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Just  a  minute.  Well, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  hope  I 
have  not  taxed  the  gentleman’s  patience. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  You  did  not,  but  you 
almost  did. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  am 
happy  I  did  not  go  that  far,  but  my  good 
friend,  colleague,  and  chairman - 

Mr.  BARDEN.  All  right. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want  to 
give  the  gentleman’s  background  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tion  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  I 
want  to  join  in  your  fine  tribute  to  edu¬ 
cation.  I  am  agreeing  with  every  word 
you  say.  I  hope  that  your  able  commit¬ 
tee  gets  to  work,  writes  some  provisions 
within  the  views  that  I  expressed  on 
Federal  education.  I  do  not  want  Fed¬ 
eral  control  of  education,  but  within 
those  views  write  some  legislation  on 
education  and  bring  it  before  this  House, 
then  we  can  carry  out  some  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  excellent  views. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  say  to  my 
friend  that  we  have  enough  laws  in 
America  guaranteeing  an  education  if 
you  will  do  a  little  something  toward 
helping  the  boys  realize  the  opportuni¬ 
ties. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman - 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Now,  you  wait  a  min¬ 
ute;  you  are  going  to  listen  to  this 
whether  you  like  it  or  not.  What  good 
would  it  do  for  the  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Labor  to  double  the  number 
of  school  buildings  in  America  and  treble 
the  number  of  school  teachers  if  you  are 
going  to  be  standing  there  at  the  door 
of  the  high  school  to  take  him  away  and 
put  him  in  a  camp  for  such  a  long  time 
that  he  does  not  want  to  go  to  school  any 
more? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Let  me 
pursue  this  just  a  little.  Under  our  mil¬ 
itary  program  the  school  enrollment  has 
doubled,  trebled,  and  increased  beyond 
all  bounds  until  the  universities  are  fair¬ 
ly  bulging  and  not  able  to  take  care  of 
enrollments.  There  is  more  education 
now  in  the  United  States  than  there  has 
ever  been. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Listen,  my  friend,  that 
is  not  because  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  but  in  spite  of  it.  And  let 
me  say  another  thing,  that  I  hope  those 
schools  and  colleges  will  continue  to 
bulge,  and  I  hope  the  output  will  be 
more  and  more  and  better  and  better. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  join  you 
in  that. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  All  right.  Now,  what 
I  am  trying  to  point  out — under  diffi¬ 
culties — is  this:  I  have  proposed  an 
amendment,  or  will  propose  it  when  the 
opportunity  presents  itself,  that  when  a 
boy  reaches  the  age  of  17,  whether  he  be 
in  high  school  or  college,  that  he  may 
with  the  consent  of  his  parents  up  to 
13 — and  after  18  it  does  not  require  con¬ 


sent — volunteer  for  a  reserve  program. 
My  amendment  does  not  cut  one  thing 
in  the  world  out  of  the  bill.  It  adds  an 
option,  that  is  all.  You  have  a  lot  of  op¬ 
tions  in  here,  but  I  reserve  the  right  to 
express  by  opinion  on  them  later.  It 
gives  another  option:  a  boy  can  serve  91 
days  in  the  summer,  go  back  to  school  in 
the  winter,  serve  91  days  the  next  sum¬ 
mer,  go  back  to  school,  whether  he  wants 
to  be  a  doctor,  whether  he  wants  to  be 
an  engineer  or  whether  he  wants  to  be 
a  businessman  or  whatever  he  wants  to 
be,  and  follow  that  4  years. 

When  he  has  completed  those  4  years, 
he  is  in  the  Standby  Reserve,  whatever 
that  is — I  have  had  several  definitions 
of  that  term — for  1  year.  The  Standby 
Reserve  does  not  require  drills  or  active 
service  except  in  time  of  war  or  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  Congress. 

Now,  what  have  we  accomplished? 
Which  is  more  valuable  to  America  in 
time  of  war  or  peace,  an  educated  boy 
or  an  uneducated  boy?  Which  is  more 
valuable  to  America,  certainly  in  war  or 
in  a  threat  of  war,  a  boy  who  is  freshly 
trained  every  year  for  4  years  or  draft 
him,  put  him  in  for  2  years,  then  let  him 
forget  all  in  12  months?  It  is  that 
simple. 

There  is  another  fair  provision  in  the 
amendment.  Probably  he  would  go  for 
3  years,  which  would  be  9  months  of  ac¬ 
tive  service:  then  conditions  at  home, 
illness,  his  own  condition  or  something 
else  might  arise  that  would  prevent  him 
from  finishing  up.  This  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  that  he  shall  have  credit  for  the 
9  months  that  he  served.  Why  shouldn’t 
he?  Then  he  would  serve  only  15  addi¬ 
tional  months. 

The  amendment  will  provide  that  he 
draw  a  private’s  pay,  about  $80  per 
month.  One  of  these  provisions  in  the 
pending  bill,  I  do  not  know  which  one  it 
is,  provides  for  $50.  The  bill  holds  out 
some  bait,  then  puts  something  on  it 
that  would  not  make  it  taste  good  by 
cutting  it  down  to  $50.  The  gentleman 
brought  out  the  officers’  pay  bill  some 
time  ago. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  did  not  bring  out  an  officers’  pay 
bill,  may  I  suggest  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  was 
riding  along  with  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  voted  for  it  and  I  voted  for  it. 
May  I  say  that  we  did  not  cut  the  pay  of 
the  trainee  at  all;  we  raised  it.  It  was 
recommended  at  $30  and  we  increased 
that  to  $50. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Who  recommended 
that? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The 
Pentagon. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  If  we  could  get  a  great 
volume  of  commonsense  and  get  you  to 
thinking,  and  cut  you  loose  from  the 
Pentagon,  we  would  get  further, 

Mr.  BATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  BATES.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  recall  that  4  years  ago  both  of  us 
opposed  universal  military  training. 


Mr.  BARDEN.  With  everything  there 
was  in  me.  That  was  the  boldest  at¬ 
tempt  to  militarize  this  Nation  ever 
made. 

Mr.  BATES.  In  both  of  us.  Will  the 
gentleman  tell  the  committee  that  in  the 
event  his  amendment  passes  he  will  sup¬ 
port  this  bill? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes,  I  will,  if  my 
amendment  passes. 

Mr.  BATES.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  think  there  is  so 
much  possible  good  in  it.  Now,  I  am  glad 
the  gentleman  did  not  press  me  and  ask 
me  what  what  I  was  going  to  do  if  the 
amendment  does  not  pass.  But,  I  will 
say  this,  that  I  have  not  heard  any  valid 
reason  why  the  amendment  should  not 
pass.  We  are  cutting  down,  as  some¬ 
body  said  a  while  ago,  on  our  scientific 
men.  We  are  just  simply  depleting  our 
ranks  of  scientists.  You  say  there  are 
more  men  in  college  now.  Why,  we  have 
more  people.  We  just  have  more  peo¬ 
ple.  So  we  cannot  go  by  what  has  hap¬ 
pened  in  the  past. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  As  a  school  man  of  over 
30  years’  experience,  the  gentleman’s 
idea  is  an  idea  that  has  been  promul¬ 
gated  on  this  floor  more  than  once,  train¬ 
ing  in  school  and  with  a  school  program. 
I  am  for  it  1,000  percent. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Utah.  A  fine  educator — one 
who  has  had  the  responsibility  of  a  col¬ 
lege  president,  and  above  all  a  fine  de¬ 
lightful  gentleman. 

Mr.  DIXON.  I  am  very  much  in  sym¬ 
pathy  with  the  gentleman’s  position. 
Boys  at  17  years  of  age  usually  have  not 
graduated  from  high  school.  If  they  go 
into  the  service  for  6  months  and  come 
back  to  school  in  the  middle  of  the  school 
year,  most  of  our  high  schools  cannot 
enter  them  because  they  do  not  have  a 
program  that  begins  with  the  quarter  or 
semester  as  do  the  colleges. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DIXON.  If  they  cannot  enter 
school  they  will  go  to  work.  Then,  if 
they  go  to  work,  they  are  weaned  almost 
entirely  away  from  high  school.  If  they 
do  not  get  a  high-school  education,  they 
are  not  eligible  for  the  many  fine  posi¬ 
tions  which  are  open  to  them  and  they 
are  under  a  great  handicap.  I  am  very 
much  in  sympathy  with  the  gentleman’s 
position.  But  in  the  bill  may  I  ask  this 
question?  If  the  period  of  enlistment 
in  the  bill  were  changed  to  read  “any 
high-school  graduate  who  has  ^reached 
his  17th  birthday  and  under  20  years 
of  age  and  any  non-high-school  gradu¬ 
ate  who  is  18%  years  of  age  and  who  is 
under  20  may  be  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training,”  would  that 
not  be  a  simple  solution  and  still  pro¬ 
tect  the  boy’s  right  to  a  high-school 
education? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  say  this  to  the 
gentleman,  there  is  a  tremendous  num¬ 
ber  of  students  who  finish  high  school 
considerably  before  they  are  18  years  of 
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age,  and  I  do  not  have  to  tell  you  that 
if  they  are  drafted  into  the  Army,  that 
is  too  bad,  or  too  good,  one  or  the  other, 
and  I  am  trying  to  follow  the  reasoning 
of  the  committee.  They  set  out  these 
various  things  and  say  they  will  take  this 
6  months  or  something  else  is  going 
to  happen.  These  provisions  illustrate 
the  objectionable  approach  which  this 
program  makes  to  military  service.  It 
puts  a  threat  over  the  heads  of  all  of 
those  likewise,  and  the  penalty  behind 
this  threat  is  that  the  boy  will  be  called 
up  for  active  service.  I  think  that  is 
emphasizing  patriotism  in  reverse.  I 
hope  some  day  the  Army  will  learn  that 
they  have  a  selling  job  to  do  somewhere 
other  than  on  the  television  screen  and 
these  pamphlets.  They  can  do  a  selling 
job  in  the  camps,  and  a  much  better 
selling  job  than  they  have  been  doing, 
and  they  will  have  more  volunteers  and 
we  will  have  less  trouble.  Let’s  produce 
more  doctors,  and  make  the  Army  more 
attractive  somewhere  else  besides  on  tel¬ 
evision  and  pamphlets.  It  will  then  not 
be  necessary  for  more  and  more  force. 
But,  I  do  want  to  emphasize  that  I  have 
been  on  the  floor  on  this  subject  many 
times,  and  regardless  of  how  long  I  stay 
here,  every  time  I  have  an  opportunity 
I  shall  attempt  to  emphasize  the  abso¬ 
lute  necessity  of  education  in  our  de¬ 
fense  setup  as  well  as  in  our  Govern¬ 
ment  and  otherwise.  We  cannot  be 
strong  militarily  unless  we  are  strong 
mentally.  I  think  that  is  fundamental. 
We  must  have  more  scientifically  trained 
men,  more  men  who  understand  the 
speed  of  this  age,  because  we  cannot  put 
out  as  many  foot  soldiers  and  depend 
on  mass  warfare  any  longer.  You  must 
be  able  to  compete  in  speed,  in  science, 
and  anybody  who  is  thinking  knows 
that  the  next  war  we  have — and  God 
forbid  we  ever  have  one,  but  if  such 
should  happen — you  know  it  will  not 
be  fought  and  won  with  brawn  alone; 
it  will  be  a  brain  contest  of  science,  of 
electronics,  atomic  and  kindred  weap¬ 
ons.  It  will  be  a  question  of  getting  the 
high-speed  jet  bomber  before  it  delivers 
its  lethal  cargo.  If  we  cannot  do  that 
then  the  number  of  men  will  amount  to 
little.  In  my  opinion,  our  survival  could 
very  easily  depend,  as  it  has  at  times 
in  the  past,  upon  trained,  skilled,  and 
scientific  minds. 

(Mr.  BARDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  task  this  afternoon 
Is  certainly  not  an  easy  one,  and  it  is  by 
no  means  a  pleasant  one.  However  ob¬ 
noxious  one’s  duty  may  be,  it  should  and 
must  be  discharged;  and  however  heavy 
one’s  responsibility  may  be,  it  cannot  be 
shirked  or  avoided.  Certainly  I  do  not 
relish  my  present  position  of  having  to 
go  against  my  own  President,  the  lead¬ 
ership  of  this  House,  and  many  of  my 
best  personal  friends  on  both  sides  of 
the  aisle.  Heaven  knows,  if  any  four 
men  on  this  earth  could  convince  me  of 
anything,  I  think  they  would  be  Dwight 
Eisenhower,  Arthur  Radford,  Carl  Vin¬ 
son,  and  Joe  Martin.  But  I  am  not 
going  to  live  with  those  gentlemen  for¬ 


ever,  which  is  most  fortunate  for  them; 
and  certainly  they  will  not  always  be 
with  me  to  grant  their  wise  counsel  and 
fearless  direction.  But  a  thing  that  I 
have  considered  bad  under  previous  ad¬ 
ministrations,  whether  Roosevelt  or  Tru¬ 
man,  I  consider  bad  under  Eisenhower, 
Smith,  Jones,  or  anyone  else. 

There  is  one  person  I  must  live  with 
forever,  and  from  whom  I  can  never  run 
away,  and  that  is  Dewey  Short. 

A  great  man  once  said : 

To  act  contrary  to  conscience  Is  neither 
safe  nor  upright. 

And  when  he  nailed  the  95  theses  on 
the  cathedral  door  at  Wittenberg,  he 
said: 

There  I  take  my  stand.  I  can  do  naught 
else.  So  help  me  God.  Amen. 

No,  it  is  not  an  easy  nor  a  pleasant 
task  that  I  have.  After  wrestling  with 
my  conscience,  and  talking  to  myriad 
friends,  and  after  receiving  at  a  con¬ 
servative  estimate  3,000  messages,  let¬ 
ters  and  telegrams  on  this  particular 
bill  before  us,  and  after  being  torn 
asunder  by  good,  loyal  friends,  dear  and 
near  to  me,  pulling  in  opposite  direc¬ 
tions,  it  is  not  an  easy  decision  I  have 
been  called  upon  to  make. 

Now  let  us  look  at  this  bill.  What  is 
the  history  of  it?  One  does  not  have 
to  be  a  Member  of  Congress,  a  Phila¬ 
delphia  lawyer  or  a  Ph.  D.  to  know  that 
ever  since  the  close  of  World  War  I, 
there  has  been  a  persistent,  pugnacious, 
perennial,  relentless,  costly  campaign  to 
cram  down  the  throats  of  the  American 
people  universal  military  training  or 
peacetime  conscription. 

Having  served  in  this  body  for  al¬ 
most  a  quarter  of  a  century,  having 
served  on  the  different  committees, 
special  as  well  as  regular  legislative  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  House  that  have  con¬ 
sidered  this  and  allied  problems,  I  know 
the  tremendous  pressure,  I  know  not 
only  the  cajolery  and  the  pleas,  but  even 
the  threats,  the  use  of  the  taxpayers’ 
money  to  spread  propaganda,  to  cut  the 
political  throat  and  nail  the  political 
hide  of  anyone  who  dared  to  oppose  the 
different  programs  that  have  been  of¬ 
fered  from  time  to  time. 

In  the  Democratic-controlled  82d 
Congress  in  1952  we  succeeded  in  the  well 
of  this  House  by  a  margin  of  74  votes  in 
defeating  the  UMT  bill.  This  present 
bill  is  not  UMT,  granted.  It  is  limited 
and  restricted  and  has  a  termination 
date.  Oh,  yes,  it  terminates  on  July  1, 
1959,  if  not  extended — if  not  extended. 
But  you  get  your  foot  in  the  door,  let  the 
camel  get  his  nose  under  the  tent.  You 
pass  this  legislation,  and  it  will  bring  us 
just  a  little  closer  to  the  water’s  edge,  to 
thrust  upon  us  a  foreign  philosophy,  an 
alien  ism.  You  will  find  it  very  difficult 
to  repeal.  It  is  not  where  you  begin,  but 
where  you  end  that  counts;  not  where 
you  start,  but  where  you  stop.  It  is  not 
UMT,  and  compulsion  was  taken  out, 
and  wisely  so,  by  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  and  members  of  his  subcommittee, 
who  worked  so  long,  faithfully,  and  hard 
on  this  bill,  and  who  improved  it  enor¬ 
mously,  particularly  by  eliminating  the 
diseharage  other  than  honorable.  I  wish 
they  had  accepted  the  amendment  I  of¬ 
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fered  to  cut  down  the  length  of  Reserve 
service  from  8  to  4  years,  because  these 
18-year-old  youngsters  take  their  6 
months’  training  between  their  18th 
and  19th  birthdays.  I  was  the  only  one 
to  vote  for  my  amendment,  but  at  times 
it  is  great  to  be  alone.  I  shall  offer  my 
amendment  on  the  floor.  Oh,  yes,  there 
will  be  volunteers,  but  that  volunteering, 
with  the  draft  hanging  over  their  heads, 
does  not  give  them  too  much  freedom  of 
choice.  Of  course,  they  will  volunteer 
for  this  6  months  at  $50  a  month,  and 
the  minute  they  sign  up  they  are  hooked 
for  8  long  years,  from  18  to  26.  You 
know,  and  I  know,  that  most  of  these 
youngsters  before  they  reach  their  26th 
birthday  will  be  married,  perhaps  have  a 
child  or  2,  perhaps  have  gone  into  busi¬ 
ness  or  entered  a  profession.  Then  he 
is  required  to  take  48  weekly  drills  a 
year  for  IV2  years,  and  not  more  than 
17  days  of  training  in  summer  camp, 
giving  up  his  vacations.  I  do  not  know 
whether  his  employer  is  going  to  be  will¬ 
ing  to  grant  him  17  days  off  each  summer 
for  71/2  years.  He  is  going  to  do  that, 
but  if  he  wants  to  surrender  the  48  drills 
and  the  17  days  of  camp  in  the  summer 
for  30  days  of  concentrated  training  he 
can  do  that.  If  he  does  not  carry  out 
satisfactorily  the  provisions  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  bill,  then  he  can  be  drafted  for  45 
days.  If  he  does  not  perform  that  satis¬ 
factorily,  even  at  the  end  of  the  6  months’ 
training  or  a  year  or  2  after  he  can  be 
inducted  for  2  full  years,  24  months,  or 
he  could,  in  dire  emergency,  be  court- 
martialed  under  the  Uniform  Code  of 
Military  Justice.  You  call  that  voluntary 
when  they,  once  sign  up?  Nonsense. 
There  is  little  freedom  in  this. 

Which  branch  of  the  service  can  he 
enter?  The  Air  Force  says,  “No;  we 
don’t  need  him.”  The  Navy  says,  “We 
don’t  expect  to  use  him.”  The  National 
Guard  is  not  satisfied  with  it.  We  were 
told  that  99,000  out  of  100,000  supposed 
to  be  taken  in  would  go  into  the  Army 
Reserve.  So  that  is  what  it  is,  99,000 
of  the  100,000,  and  the  others  perhaps 
would  go  into  the  Coast  Guard  or  the 
Marine  Corps.  There  is  not  much  choice 
in  it.  Let  us  now  tell  these  youngsters 
the  truth. 

Then,  after  this  youngster  18  or  19 
years  old  takes  his  6  months  and  he  per¬ 
forms  satisfactorily  his  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  the  next  2  years,  sup¬ 
pose  when  he  reaches  the  age  of  21  or  22 
we  become  involved  in  a  global  conflict. 
What  happens  to  him  then?  Do  you 
think  by  that  little  training  he  has  had 
he  is  equipped  and  ready,  and  because 
he  is  in  the  Ready  Reserve  do  you  think 
the  Reserve  is  ready — trained  in  units 
to  go  into  combat — when  our  experience 
is  that  it  has  taken  the  guard  almost 
a  year  to  get  ready?  And  where  is  this 
boy  actually  going  to  take  his  48  weekly 
drills  when  he  lives  50  or  150  miles  from 
the  nearest  armory?  A  group  of  us  last 
Friday  flew  out  to  Colorado  Springs  and 
back  to  Washington  on  Sunday.  As  we 
went  over  the  vast  open  spaces  of  western 
Kansas  and  eastern  Colorado,  over  that 
Dust  Bowl,  I  just  asked  some  of  my  col¬ 
leagues,  Democrats  and  Republicans 
both,  who  were  along,  “How  is  that  boy 
down  there  in  that  Dust  Bowl  or  wheat 
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field  going  to  carry  out  his  Reserve  serv¬ 
ice  when  he  lives  perhaps  200  miles  from 
Denver  or  Colorado  Springs?  And  how 
about  his  6  months’  training?  How  are 
you  going  to  teach  him  to  use  the  latest 
and  most  powerful  weapons?  You  can 
teach  him  to  use  a  rifle  and  do  squads 
right  and  left  and  all  about  sanitation 
and  hygiene  and  carry  out  military  dis¬ 
cipline  and  orders — all  of  which  is  al¬ 
ready  taught  in  the  National  Guard  and 
the  Organized  Reserves,  as  well  as  the 
ROTC” — and  I  am  not  so  sure  that  the 
discipline  he  gets  on  our  athletic  fields 
and  in  our  gymnasiums  at  their  own  ex¬ 
pense  instead  of  at  the  expense  of  Uncle 
Sam  is  not  just  about  as  valuable  and 
good.  A  great  Englishman  said: 

World  War  I  was  won  on  the  hockey  and 
cricket  fields  of  Harrow,  Eton,  Oxford,  and 
Cambridge. 

In  the  case  of  a  boy  who  takes  6 
months’  training — when  war  breaks  out 
2  or  3  years  later — do  you  know  that 
youngster  will  have  to  be  called  in  and 
physically  reconditioned  and  perhaps 
have  to  be  taught  how  to  use  an  entirely 
new  and  different  set  of  weapons? 

The  rapid  changes  in  techniques  and 
methods  of  modern  mechanized  warfare 
renders  the  training  of  these  men  most 
expensive,  and  I  cannot  escape  the  feel¬ 
ing  that  it  is  a  waste  of  manpower,  mate¬ 
riel,  and  money  because  ground  troops 
with  a  rifle,  machinegun,  tank,  or  a  field 
gun  cannot  shoot  down  a  super  bomber 
carrying  an  atom  or  a  hydrogen  bomb. 
I  do  not  want  the  American  people  to  be 
led  astray  by  Maginot  line  thinking  or 
World  War  I  psychology  by  putting  faith 
in  sheer  numbers  of  men.  Heaven 
knows,  we  can  never  match  man  for  man 
the  hordes  on  the  Asiatic  Continent. 
They  are  expendable;  we  are  not.  The 
cheapest  commodity  in  the  Orient  is 
human  life.  I  do  not  believe  that  if  our 
ground  forces  are  built  up,  it  will  help  us 
too  much  in  these  days  of  the  atom  bomb 
and  the  hydrogen  bomb.  Suppose  we 
build  up  our  Reserves  from  700,000  to 
2,900,000,  plus  3  million  in  the  active 
forces  making  6  million  plus  2  more  mil¬ 
lion  in  the  Standby  Reserves.  Even  if 
we  had  a  total  active  force  and  Reserves 
in  Ready  and  Standby  of  8  to  9  million 
men,  I  do  not  think  it  would  add  too 
much  strength  in  this  atomic  and  hydro¬ 
gen  age.  I  do  not  believe  that  America 
could  get  an  expeditionary  force  from 
this  country  to  Europe  today,  in  a  short 
period  of  time,  even  if  our  active,  stand¬ 
ing  forces  were  twice  as  large  and  our 
Reserves  were  three  times  as  large.  I 
do  not  believe  we  could  get  enough 
ground  troops  to  Europe  in  time  to  stop 
aggression  by  Soviet  Russia  on  the 
ground.  If  we  do  not  stop  her  with  our 
airpower  and  naval  power,  and  with  su¬ 
perior  weapons,  we  are  in  one  awful  fix, 
because  Heaven  knows  in  a  global  con¬ 
flict  our  only  chance  of  victory  and  our 
only  hope  of  survival  is  in  the  superior 
power  of  our  weapons  and  the  superior 
skill  of  the  men  who  man  those  weapons. 
I  feel  wholeheartedly,  as  I  have  during 
the  past  20  years,  as  does  the  able  and 
fearless  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Barden],  that  no  nation  can  be 
stronger  than  the  intelligence  and  char¬ 


acter  of  its  people.  It  is  in  the  American 
home  and  in  the  church  and  high  schools 
and  universities  under  our  system  of  free 
education  that  we  have  grown  to  be  the 
richest  and  most  powerful  nation  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  Nothing  in  this  world 
is  great  but  man  and  nothing  in  man  is 
great  but  mind. 

God  did  not  endow  all  men  with  equal 
talents  and  ability.  Why  should  we, 
therefore,  compel  the  genius  to  walk  or 
train  with  the  sluggard  merely  to  please 
the  sluggard?  Put  the  right  man  in  the 
right  spots.  They  will  be  coming  back. 
If  a  hundred  thousand  boys  under  this 
program  do  not  volunteer,  what  hap¬ 
pens?  It  is  innocuous.  We  have  much 
ado  about  nothing.  A  lot  of  senseless 
chatter;  an  enormous  and  inexcusable 
waste.  If  more  than  250,000  want  to 
come  in,  who  is  going  to  select  them? 
Remember,  only  100,000,  as  stated  in  the 
original  bill,  were  to  be  admitted.  Oh, 
the  bill  is  far  from  perfect.  If  more  than 
250,000  young  Americans  want  to  take 
this  6  months’  training,  rather  than  be 
drafted  for  2  years — I  am  going  to  have 
a  little  difficulty  when  I  go  back  to  the 
Ozarks  in  explaining  to  my  people  why 
we  had  the  courage,  just  a  few  months 
ago,  in  this  present  session  of  Congress, 
to  vote  to  conscript  their  sons  for  2  years 
and  send  them  to  serve  on  foreign  soil, 
but  do  not  have  enough  guts  to  vote  to 
conscript  for  6  months  boys  to  stay  here 
at  home.  Who  is  going  to  select  these 
boys?  This  might  be  an  elite  guard. 
Who  is  going  to  choose  these  250,000 
young  men?  Oh,  what  a  chance  to  play 
favoritism  and  politics.  This  bill  is  full 
of  headaches  and  heartbreaks. 

I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  a  single 
Member  of  this  House  about  how  he 
votes  on  this  bill,  or  any  other  bill.  I 
have  never  done  that.  Strong  as  my 
convictions  are,  deep  as  my  feelings  are, 
I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  you.  I 
will  still  respect  and  love  you.  I  just 
hope  and  pray  that  some  of  my  close 
friends  will  be  as  charitable  to  me.  I 
like  to  be  on  the  team.  I  want  to  go 
along.  I  bend  over  backwards  at  times, 
almost  choke  on  my  Adam’s  apple  when 
I  vote  for  the  brass  and  the  braid,  not 
only  to  increase  their  pay  and  hospitali¬ 
zation  and  family  care,  voting  for  de¬ 
pendency  benefits,  PX  and  commissaries 
and  all  the  rest  of  it.  I  want  to  be  their 
friend.  They  are  great  and  good  men. 
But  as  I  have  often  said,  no  general  ever 
had  a  big  enough  army  to  command  any 
more  than  a  preacher  ever  had  a  con¬ 
gregation  big  enough  to  preach  to. 

Now,  you  say  this  is  not  compulsion.  I 
will  tell  you  what  it  is.  When  I  was  a 
barefoot  boy  and  a  barehead  youngster 
down  in  the  Ozarks  in  southern  Mis¬ 
souri — I  live  quite  near  the  gentleman 
who  is  now  in  the  chair  [Mr.  Tremble]. 
We  are  both  ridge  runners  and  hill- 
billys.  In  fact,  I  get  lost  over  in  Jim’s 
district  and  he  gets  lost  in  mine.  We 
always  manage  to  find  our  way  out — 
but  when  I  was  a  youngster  I  drove  a 
team  of  jennies.  I  know  how  I  got  my 
education  too,  Graham  Barden.  I  got  it 
the  hard  way,  but  I  got  it  the  free  way. 
I  could  follow  my  own  inclinations  and 
talents,  if  God  had  given  me  any.  The 


worst  part  of  this  military  is  that  we 
have  too  many  square  pegs  in  round 
holes.  Misfits.  Let  each  man  follow  his 
own  conscience  and  carry  out  his  own 
will,  the  equal  of  every  other  man,  and 
to  go  his  own  way.  I  believe  in  freedom 
because  in  freedom  is  our  strength. 

So  I  used  to  go  out  to  these  little  jen¬ 
nies  in  the  field  with  a  nice  big  ear  of 
corn  in  front  of  me,  but  I  always  had  a 
halter  or  a  bridle  back  of  me.  These 
young  jackasses  would  come  up  to  get 
a  bit  of  that  free  corn,  and  when  they 
would  come  to  get  something  for  noth¬ 
ing,  then  I  would  put  the  halter  on  them. 
Oh,  they  have  sugar-coated  this  bill. 
They  have  made  it  palatable.  They  have 
watered  it  down.  It  is  a  little  innocuous 
thing.  They  offer  these  boys  6  months’ 
training,  and  they  think  they  are  going 
to  escape  service.  Yes.  They  will  come 
to  get  a  bite  of  the  ear  of  corn,  but  al¬ 
ways  they  will  get  that  halter  on  them. 
I  would  get  the  halter  on  those  jennies 
and  get  them  up  to  the  barn  and  harness 
them  and  hitch  them  up  to  the  wagon, 
and  then  I  would  take  the  blacksnake 
and  I  would  whale  the  everlasting  wind 
out  of  them.  I  had  them  where  I  wanted 
them. 

And  here  they  come.  Greeks  bearing 
gifts.  Offering  you  a  sour  pickle  covered 
with  honey.  They  have  tried  to  do  some¬ 
thing  with  this  bill — I  will  not  call  this 
a  subterfuge ;  I  will  not  say  they  are  try¬ 
ing  to  come  in  the  back  door  or  the  side 
door — but  they  just  want  to  get  the 
thing  started,  get  the  halter  on  you;  oh, 
just  4  years;  1959. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure  that  no  one 
in  this  body  is  so  naive  as  to  believe  that 
there  will  not  be  a  determined  effort 
made  to  get  this  bill,  if  enacted,  extend¬ 
ed  beyond  1959.  I  dare  predict  that  the 
Defense  Department  will  be  coming  back 
asking  that  compulsion  be  added  to  the 
bill. 

It  is  also  a  bit  incongruous  at  the  very 
time  the  President  asks  for  world  dis¬ 
armament  to  have  this  measure  brought 
in  to  increase  our  armament,  though  I 
doubt  the  effectiveness  of  this  bill  in 
building  up  our  military  strength.  How 
can  this  administration  or  this  Govern¬ 
ment  reconcile  the  appointing  of  Harold 
Stassen  as  the  Secretary  of  Peace  with 
the  enactment  of  this  questionable  bill? 

One  more  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
must  not  be  overlooked  is  the  enormous 
cost  of  this  new  legislation  which  will 
jump  from  $700  million  to  $1,156,000,000 
next  year  and  will  approach  approxi¬ 
mately  $2  billion  in  1959.  Personally,  I 
think  we  will  not  get  our  money’s  worth 
out  of  these  vast  expenditures,  and  God 
help  us  if  we  continue  to  spend  ourselves 
into  bankruptcy.  That  is  what  the  So¬ 
viets  have  hoped  and  planned  for  and  if 
we  are  not  careful  we  will  knock  our¬ 
selves  out  by  our  own  proficiency. 

The  bill  should  be  recommitted  and  a 
measure  brought  in  that  would  not  have 
such  serious  impact  upon  the  individual 
lives,  the  freedom  of  our  people,  and  the 
terrific  shock  on  our  industrial  might  and 
sound  domestic  economy. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mi".  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mi-.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 
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Mr.  ARENDS.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
a  Member  of  the  House  but  what  respects 
the  opinion  and  conclusions  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri,  and  I  have  stood 
by  the  gentleman’s  side  in  a  determined 
effort  to  fight  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  compulsory  military  training,  and 
still  so  stand  and  will  continue  to  stand 
with  the  gentleman  against  that.  How¬ 
ever,  having  convictions  of  my  own,  hav¬ 
ing  voted  for  the  extension  of  the  draft 
which  incorporates  the  principle  of  pick¬ 
ing  out  boys  and  inducting  them  for  2 
years’  service  with  6  years  obligation 
to  the  Reserve  plus  a  penalty  of  $10,- 
000  and  5  years  in  jail,  in  my  own  mind 
I  cannot  stand  against  something  that 
softens  the  approach  to  the  problem. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  thank  my  very  dear 
and  good  friend  for  his  remarks.  Of  his 
honesty  and  sincerity  there  can  be  no 
doubt.  I  just  do  not  capitulate  quite  so 
easily.  I  want  the  world  to  know  that 
I  have  and  want  no  better  friend  than 
Les  Arends. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Hoffman!. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  by  the  Declaration  of  Inde¬ 
pendence,  the  adoption  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  our  adherence  to  its  objectives  and 
principles,  we  are  today  productively  and 
militarily  the  most  powerful  Nation  in 
the  world. 

Our  citizens  have  more  of  the  good 
things  that  men  desire  than  any  other 
people  who  at  any  time  lived  anywhere 
on  this  earth. 

Freedom,  opportunity,  prosperity,  se¬ 
curity  for  the  individual  have  been  ours. 

Independence  and  security  as  a  Nation 
we  have  attained. 

All  these  blessings  and  more — because 
of  the  inspiration  which  gave  us  the 
Declaration  of  Independence,  because  of 
the  wisdom  written  into  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  because  of  our  adherence  to  the 
tenets  therein  set  forth,  because  we  have 
followed  the  advice  of  Washington  and 
Jefferson,  have  been  ours. 

The  principal  reasons  which  drove 
our  ancestors  to  leave  their  homes,  face 
and  conquer  the  hardships  of  the  hostile 
world,  were  the  tyranny  of  a  king,  their 
hatred  of  conscription  for  military  serv¬ 
ice  to  fight  wars  in  which  they  had  no 
personal  stake,  their  lack  of  opportunity. 

Through  our  adherence  to  United  Na¬ 
tions  we  have  surrendered  a  part  of  our 
national  independence,  the  right  of  the 
Congress  to  declare  war,  the  ability  of 
our  people  to  avoid  wars  in  which  they 
have  no  vital  interest. 

Our  youth  lacks  neither  the  ability,  the 
courage,  the  independence,  the  determi¬ 
nation,  nor  the  inclination  to  fight  and 
die  for  home  and  country. 

Their  failure  to  enlist  in  the  armed 
services  in  numbers  sufficient  to  satisfy 
the  demands  of  the  armed  services  to  im¬ 
plement  our  foreign  policy  is  not  because 
they  lack  patriotism  or  courage. 

It  is  due  to  the  fact  that  they  and  their 
fellow  citizens  are  now  convinced  that 
those  who  conceive,  formulate,  and  ad¬ 
minister  our  foreign  policy  have  for¬ 


gotten  the  causes  which  made  us  a  Na¬ 
tion,  the  reasons  for  our  national  exist¬ 
ence. 

In  recent  years  our  foreign  policy, 
which  calls  for  burdensome  taxation,  the 
unprofitable  expenditure  of  billions  of 
dollars,  the  sacrificing  of  thousands  of 
our  young  men,  has  been  conceived  and 
administered  by  individuals  who  refuse 
to  accept  the  reality  that  we  cannot  by 
force  of  arms  conquer  and  hold  the  rest 
of  the  world — subject  its  people  to  our 
thought,  our  way  of  life. 

Assuming  their  patriotism,  their  re¬ 
mains  the  sad,  sorrowful  fact  that,  as  a 
result  of  their  thinking,  today  the  re¬ 
volving  world,  as  it  falls  away  from  the 
last  rays  of  a  sun  sinking  beyond  the 
horizon,  in  every  land  and  on  every  sea, 
brings  darkness  and  night  to  shadow  the 
land,  the  water,  which  hides  the  grave 
of  a  son  of  an  American  mother. 

Here  in  the  homeland,  there  is  scarce¬ 
ly  a  square  mile  in  the  country,  a  town 
or  city,  where  does  not  dwell  a  father,  a 
mother,  a  wife,  a  son,  a  daughter,  who 
does  not  mourn — suffer — because  of  the 
loss  of  one  who,  called  to  the  defense  of 
his  country,  fought  not  under  the  Stars 
and  Stripes,  but  under  the  flag  of  the 
United  Nations — not  to  defend  or  fight  in 
the  interest  of  his  own  country,  but  be¬ 
cause  of  a  policy  which  serves  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  other  countries. 

In  the  wars  which  world  politicians, 
internationalists,  and  the  U.  N.  have 
brought  us,  cooperation  forgotten,  we 
have  been  left  to  furnish  in  money,  mu¬ 
nitions,  and  manpower,  all  but  a  small 
fraction  of  the  cost. 

From  those  wars,  certainly  from  the 
last  one  in  Korea,  which  the  politicians 
prevented  us  from  winning,  we,  as  indi¬ 
viduals,  as  a  Nation,  have  gained  noth¬ 
ing  of  spiritual,  material,  lasting  bene¬ 
fit. 

Why  the  recent  and  present  demands 
for  a  continued  and  enlarged  participa¬ 
tion  in  world  affairs? 

Why,  Europe  having  been  made  com¬ 
paratively  secure,  shift  the  policy  of 
stripping  America  of  its  resources  to  an 
aid-for-Asia  policy? 

Why  the  ever-continuing,  ever- 
increasing  propaganda  of  fear? 

In  recent  years,  we  have  been  gov¬ 
erned  by  fear — a  synthetic  fear — gener¬ 
ated  and  imposed  upon  us  by  those  who 
have  little  faith  in  the  principles  enun¬ 
ciated  in  the  Constitution,  in  the  ability, 
the  courage,  the  patriotism  of  our  youth, 
by  those  who  refuse  to  accept  reality — 
to  admit  that,  great  as  they  may  be,  our 
resources,  our  manpower,  our  military 
might  are  not  inexhaustible. 

We  insist  that  we  love  peace;  that  we 
are  not  an  aggressive  people  or  nation, 
but  from  our  shores  our  Armed  Forces 
go  east,  go  west,  until  they  meet  on  the 
other  side  of  the  world — while  peace, 
we  insist,  is  our  objective. 

Our  excuse  for  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  more  than  900  military 
installations  outside  of  the  continental 
United  States  is  that  we  desire  to  con¬ 
tain  communism. 

It  can  no  more  be  successfully  either 
contained  or  suppressed  by  force  than 
was  Christianity. 
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If  Red  China  or  Russia  be  the  embodi¬ 
ment  of  communism  and  a  threat  to  our 
national  existence,  if  war  must  come 
then  let  our  answer  be  quick  and  firm. 
Let  it  be  directed  at  the  source  of  the 
opposition,  not  at  its  puppets. 

If  our  scientists,  our  military  men, 
know  what  they  have  accomplished;  if 
their  statements  as  to  our  military  might 
are  accurate,  then,  at  the  first  knowledge 
of  real  danger,  let  our  A-bombs,  our 
H-bombs,  our  guided  missiles,  our  fleet, 
our  submarines,  our  air  force,  whatever 
and  all  weapons  that  we  may  possess,  be 
directed  against  the  military  installa¬ 
tions  of  those  countries. 

Let  us  not  sacrifice  our  foot  soldiers 
in  a  futile  invasion  of  either  China  or 
Russia.  To  attempt  an  invasion  of 
either  would  mean  the  loss  of  our  men  to 
their  teeming  millions. 

Before  we  invade  either  let  us  read 
history’s  primer. 

The  legislation  before  us  today  and 
supplementary  legislation  which  will 
follow  will  destroy  the  freedom,  the  op¬ 
portunity,  which  our  forefathers  came 
here  to  attain. 

It  will  give  us  universal  military  con¬ 
scription,  return  to  the  youth  of  today 
and  tomorrow  the  military  servitude 
which  our  forefathers  came  here  to 
escape. 

King  George  HI  hired  the  Hessians  to 
fight  the  colonists.  They  fought  for  pay. 

We  would  have  our  youth  fight  the 
battles  of  other  nations,  but  without 
pay. 

The  answer  that  we  cannot  avoid  war ; 
that,  unless  we  travel  half  way  around 
the  world  to  fight,  to  carry  on  a  war, 
war  will  be  brought  to  our  shores,  is 
answered  by  the  fact  that  in  preceding 
world  wars  neither  Switzerland,  Sweden, 
Denmark,  Finland,  Portugal,  nor  Spain 
participated.  Today  no  nation  will  carry 
war  to  us. 

There  is  no  sound  reason  why  a  peace- 
loving  nation,  the  most  powerful  military 
nation  in  the  world,  should  be  so  fearful 
as  to  impose  upon  the  present  and  future 
generations  conscription,  which  requires 
every  mentally  and  physically  qualified 
young  man,  when  he  reaches  the  age  of 
18  years  and  6  months,  to  enter  and  re¬ 
main  under  the  direction  of  military  men 
for  2,  then  an  additional  6,  perhaps  8, 
years. 

The  average  conscription  service  In 
other  countries  is  less  than  24  months. 
Russia,  which  we  characterize  as  a  na¬ 
tion  whose  citizens  have  no  civil  rights, 
imposes  but  24  to  60  months  military 
service  upon  its  people. 

We,  the  representatives  of  a  free  and 
independent  people,  so-called,  today  are 
asked  to  force  our  men — and  if  present 
trends  continue,  will  be  asked  to  force 
our  women — into  the  service  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  for  a  period  of  96  months,  or  8  years, 
or,  as  some  insist,  possibly  120  months, 
or  10  years. 

With  our  productive  ability,  our  mili¬ 
tary  might,  the  answer  to  the  demand 
for  universal  military  conscription  for  a 
period  of  at  least  8  years  is  that  we  in¬ 
sist  that  the  State  Department  shape  its 
thinking  and  its  policy  to  fit  the  Re¬ 
public  and  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
established. 
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That  the  military  cut  its  demands  to 
the  preparation  of  an  adequate,  efficient 
national  defense,  to  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  a  trained,  efficient 
armed  force  whose  sole  objective  is  the 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States,  the  preservation  of  our  national 
sovereignty,  the  freedom  of  our  people. 

Once  convinced  that  the  sole  purpose 
of  the  State  Department  and  of  the 
armed  services  is  the  protection  and  the 
preservation  of  the  Republic,  the  free¬ 
dom  and  the  opportunities  of  our  people, 
there  will  be  no  need  for  conscription  of 
any  kind. 

Until  the  State  Department  and  the 
armed  services  announce  and  adhere  to 
the  purposes  set  forth  in  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  and  the  Constitution,  I 
will  not  by  my  vote  take  from  the  pres¬ 
ent  or  future  generations  the  blessings 
which  have  come  to  us  because  of  the 
love  of  freedom,  the  wisdom,  of  those 
who  established  this  Nation,  which  have 
been  so  dearly  earned  and  preserved  by 
the  efforts  and  the  sacrifices  of  those  who 
have  gone  before. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  7  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Oklahoma  [Mr.  Wicker- 
sham]. 

Mr.  WICKERSHAM.  Mr.  Chairman, 
in  calling  for  a  greatly  improved  reserve 
program,  the  Government  is  taking  an¬ 
other  important  step  to  reinforce  our  im¬ 
mediate  and  long-range  security. 

I  believe  the  program  offered  in  H.  R. 
5297  is  both  realistic  and  fair.  It  will 
help  provide  this  country  with  a  genuine 
military  readiness  for  the  long  haul 
which  may  lie  ahead. 

It  is  part  of  a  related  program  to  bol¬ 
ster  our  active  forces,  and  to  provide  us 
with  a  capacity  to  mobilize  swiftly  and 
without  undue  difficulty  if  war  should 
come  to  us. 

Better  than  a  year  of  exhaustive  study 
and  analysis  on  Government  and  related 
levels  went  into  formulation  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration’s  reserve  program.  Senate 
committee  studies,  veterans’  association 
testimony,  and  other  expert  analysis  had 
earlier  defined  a  clear  need  to  revise  the 
Reserve  program  to  get  a  more  effective 
military  instrument.  The  House  Armed 
Services  Subcommittee,  headed  by  Mr. 
Brooks,  has  now  spent  better  than  2 
months  in  further  study  and  refinement 
of  this  measure. 

It  should,  I  believe,  be  considered  as 
one  more  positive  step  in  the  process  of 
evolving  a  sound  and  equitable  reserve 
program  in  this  country.  Basically,  it 
amounts  to  a  sharpening  and  tightening 
of  the  legal  basis  for  a  reserve  established 
by  Congress  in  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952. 

Like  most  legislation,  it  probably  will 
not  satisfy  the  objections  of  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties.  But  I  am  convinced  that 
it  offers  the  best  approach  to  a  serious 
problem,  and  one  which  sincerely  tries 
to  deal  constructively  with  the  interests 
of  all  concerned. 

Generally  speaking,  in  many  instances, 
H.  R.  5297  follows  the  recommendations 
of  the  President  as  outlined  in  his  Jan¬ 
uary  13  message  which  listed  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  Reserve  as  follows: 

First.  Improve  the  Reserve  structure. 


Second.  Supply  initially  trained  young 
men  to  the  Reserve  forces  without  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  the  Active  forces. 

Third.  Assure  supply  of  trained  per¬ 
sonnel  to  the  National  Guard  by  assign¬ 
ment  of  obligated  reservists. 

Fourth.  Secure  compliance  with  Re¬ 
serve  training  participation  require¬ 
ments. 

Fifth.  Permit  organization  in  peace¬ 
time  of  State  militia. 

H.  R.  5297  would  accomplish  each  of 
these  principal  requirements. 

The  Reserve  forces,  composed  of  a 
Ready  and  a  Standby  Reserve,  will  be 
expanded  to  around  5  million  men  by 
1959.  The  Ready  Reserve  will  become 
properly  organized  and  trained.  The 
Standby  Reserve  will  be  nonorganized, 
but  will  contain  trained  personnel  avail¬ 
able  in  an  emergency  proclaimed  by 
Congress. 

The  6-month  program  for  supplying 
initially  trained  young  men  to  the  Re¬ 
serve  forces  will  be  volunteer  in  char¬ 
acter,  with  a  minimum  and  maximum 
quota  of  100,000  and  250,000  annually, 
set  by  statute,  and  the  numbers  to  be 
trained  under  these  limits  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  President.  This  program 
will  have  minimum  effect  on  the  Active 
forces  because  manpower  pool  levels  will 
be  protected. 

The  National  Guard  will  be  insured  a 
supply  of  trained  personnel,  ,  both 
through  the  6-month  program,  and,  if 
volunteer  methods  fail,  by  assigning  re¬ 
servists  leaving  active  duty  to  guard 
units  on  the  request  and  approval  of  ap¬ 
propriate  authorities. 

Compliance  with  the  training  program 
will  be  secured  by  stressing  the  obliga¬ 
tion  to  serve  in  the  common  defense  of 
the  country,  by  proper  incentive  and 
earnback  privileges,  and  by  limited  en¬ 
forcement  measures. 

When  the  individual’s  participation  in 
drills  and  annual  training  is  deemed  in¬ 
sufficient  to  maintain  proficiency,  he  may 
be  offered  30  days  annual  traning.  Re¬ 
servists  who  fail  to  perform  duties  un¬ 
der  either  choice  may  be  required,  with¬ 
out  their  consent,  to  take  active  duty 
for  training  for  a  total  of  45  days  annu¬ 
ally.  This,  in  the  place  of  discharges 
“under  conditions  other  than  honor¬ 
able,”  seemed  to  the  committee  a  more 
positive  approach  to  the  problem  of  in¬ 
sured  participation. 

The  organization  of  State  militia  in 
peacetime  is  permitted  by  the  bill  be¬ 
cause  of  a  need  to  underwrite  internal 
security  at  times  when  the  National 
Guard  of  the  State  is  absent  on  Federal 
missions.  I  can  see  no  conflict  with  the 
proper  area  of  the  guard  in  this  ar¬ 
rangement,  and  such  a  militia  in  each 
State  would  unquestionably  strengthen 
our  civil  defense. 

This,  in  general  terms,  is  the  proposed 
Reserve  program.  Some  details  remain 
to  be  worked  out,  but  in  the  main  the 
provisions  of  H.  R.  5297  provide  for  these 
results. 

I  might  add  a  special  word  about  the 
ROTC  program.  Special  attention  is 
given  to  this  area  in  the  national  Re¬ 
serve  plan. 

Under  the  proposed  legislation,  the 
ROTC  program  will  be  stimulated  and 


brought  into  a  more  realistic  unity  with 
the  remainder  of  the  defense  system. 
Basically,  this  has  meant  solving  the 
problem  of  a  greater  ROTC  production 
than  our  active  forces  require — short  of 
mobilization.  Added  to  this  has  been 
the  need  to  maintain  equity  of  service  be¬ 
tween  ROTC  graduates  and  all  other 
able-bodied  young  men. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  will  allow 
qualified  ROTC  graduates  to  be  assured 
of  their  commissions.  Those  in  excess 
of  active  force  requirements  would  take 
6  months’  training  and  spend  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  their  military  obligation  in 
the  Reserve.  In  addition  to  stabilizing 
the  question  of  ROTC  commissions  and 
service,  I  am  advised  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  is  actively  promoting 
measures  to  upgrade  the  quality  of  the 
entire  ROTC  program. 

ROTC  graduates  have  more  than 
proved  their  tremendous  value  to  our  de¬ 
fense  in  the  past.  This  vital  program 
shall  be  used  to  the  full  extent  of  its 
facilities. 

The  Reserve  program  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration  recognizes  the  folly  of  trying  to 
match  the  massive  manpower  of  the 
Communist  bloc  of  nations  by  maintain¬ 
ing  equivalent  active  forces.  Such  a 
policy  would  quickly  transform  us  into  a 
garrison  state,  in  which  the  loss  of  indi¬ 
vidual  freedom  would  be  an  inevitable 
result. 

We  are,  instead,  placing  our  emphasis 
upon  an  active  force  of  adequate  size  and 
power  to  handle  the  initial  phases  of 
any  attack  upon  us,  backed  by  a  quickly 
mobilizable  Reserve  of  trained  man¬ 
power,  and  an  ability  to  strike  back  with 
devastating  force. 

Add  to  this,  the  existence  of  the  great¬ 
est  industrial  plant  on  earth,  a  con¬ 
stantly  increasing  technological  abil¬ 
ity — including  the  area  of  nuclear  and 
thermonuclear  weapons — and  the  proven 
fighting  qualities  of  the  American  serv¬ 
iceman. 

Properly  integrated  with  the  sizeable 
contributions  of  our  allies,  these  sepa¬ 
rate  factors  add  up  to  a  formidable  com¬ 
bination. 

I  believe  the  improved  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  now  being  proposed  will  do  a  sound 
and  constructive  job,  and  one  which  will 
generate  increasing  public  confidence  as 
it  moves  along. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  8 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Roosevelt], 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  associate  myself  with  those  who 
are  in  opposition  to  this  bill.  I  speak 
partly  because  I  have  two  sons  who 
someday  in  the  very  near  future  are 
going  to  be  affected  by  this  type  of  legis¬ 
lation.  Secondly,  because  although  I 
was  also  on  active  duty  for  about  5 
years,  I  have  been  a  member  of  the 
Reserves  for  a  great  many  years. 

Some  of  you  may  remember  the  broad¬ 
cast  which  took  place  about  a  week  ago 
in  which  the  people  who  took  part  in 
it  reviewed  the  10  years  since  V-E  Day. 
The  first  group  of  people  who  appeared 
were  military  men.  They  prayed  and 
hoped  that  we  would  not  have  an  atom 
war,  but  they  insisted  that  we  be  ready 
for  an  atom  war.  The  next  group  of 
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people,  two  of  the  finest  cartoonists  that 
came  out  of  the  recent  war,  predicted 
that  we  certainly  would  have  a  war. 

Then,  third,  there  was  a  little  boy, 
I  think  he  was  about  10  years  old,  who 
prayed  that  we  might  be  able  to  have, 
and  he  believed  we  would  have  when 
he  grew  up,  a  better  world.  Someone 
asked  him  if  he  would  have  to  take  part 
in  military  training.  He  said  he  sup¬ 
posed  he  would. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  think 
in  the  terms  of  that  little  boy  because 
we  owe  him  the  duty  of  writing  the  kind 
of  legislation  which  is  adequate  and 
which  really  does  a  job  for  our  country. 
My  objections  to  this  bill  are  twofold. 
First  of  all,  it  has  provisions  in  it  which 
would,  in  my  opinion,  give  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  absolutely  uncontrolled  power  over 
the  young  people  of  this  country  at  a 
time  when  that  power  should  not  be 
exercised  in  times  of  peace.  Secondly, 
it  does  not  provide  a  decent  Reserve  for 
the  kind  of  emergency  which  we  will 
have  to  face.  It  provides  merely  a  Re¬ 
serve  for  the  Army.  It  makes  no  pro¬ 
vision  for  an  all-out,  well-rounded  mili¬ 
tary  Reserve  program.  It  does  not  even 
go  into  the  qualifications  that  the  Penta¬ 
gon  will  set  up  to  provide  the  kind  of 
training  which  will  be  needed.  And,  I 
know  that  many  people  here  know  at  this 
very  moment,  even  under  the  compul¬ 
sory  program  that  we  helped  to  vote 
for,  that  the  Pentagon  today  is  not 
providing  a  decent  training  program  for 
those  who  are  forced  and  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  cannot  help  but  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  can  do  much  better  than  this  bill 
does;  that  they  can,  expressing  some  of 
the  ideas  that  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden],  so  well  brought 
out  here,  make  use  of  the  educational  fa¬ 
cilities  of  our  country;  that  they  can  go 
even  further  into  the  industrial  units  of 
our  country  and  get  them  to  cooperate 
in  the  kind  of  a  Reserve  program  which 
will  keep  our  men  and  our  women  all 
the  time  up  to  date  in  a  program  which 
will  be  needed  if  we  have  an  all-out  war. 

This  program  that  we  are  faced  with 
today  is  simply  a  kind  of  a  stop-gap 
program  that  the  Pentagon  has  forced 
this  committee  to  take  in  order  to  have 
some  improvement  over  the  utter  failure 
that  they  have  provided  so  far.  I  can¬ 
not  help  but  believe  that  we  live  in  a 
serious  enough  time  so  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  send  this  bill  back 
to  the  committee  and  ask  them,  in  view 
of  all  the  things  which  have  been  said 
here  this  afternoon,  to  again  put  their 
wonderful  efforts  to  work  and  bring  out 
a  bill  which  will  provide  us  with  an  ade¬ 
quate  Reserve  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  will  not  interfere  with  the  youth  of 
our  country  and  put  them  in  the  hands 
of  the  military  1  day  a  week  in  order 
that  the  military  may  sell  their  program 
to  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  gentleman  is  discuss¬ 
ing  the  security  bill  and  the  defense  of 
this  country  or  discussing  the  con¬ 


venience  of  individuals.  Now,  we  can¬ 
not  always  conform  to  the  convenience 
and  the  pleasure  of  individuals  when  we 
have  the  national  security  at  stake,  and 
we  look  at  the  problem  primarily  as  a 
way  to  protect  our  country,  even  though 
some  individuals  might  be  seriously  in¬ 
convenienced.  No  matter  what  kind  of 
a  bill  you  draw,  there  will  be  flaws  in  it. 
I  do  not  care  how  wise  you  are  or  how 
skillful  you  are,  whatever  bill  you  draw 
will  be  a  compromise  of  conflicting  views. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Let  us  get  a  bill 
that  does  not  have  all  the  flaws  that  this 
bill  has  in  it.  I  think  we  can  have  a 
better  bill.  This  bill  is  full  of  flaws.  It 
does  not  provide — and  I  think  you  will 
admit  this — it  does  not  say  a  word  about 
the  kind  of  technical  training  which  we 
talked  about  the  other  day  when  we 
passed  the  bill  for  the  appropriations  for 
the  armed  services. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  There 
are  some  provisions  in  there  on  that  topic 
that  might  be  improved.  I  will  concede 
that. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  thank  the  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  But  I 
do  not  concede  that  the  bill  is  full  of 
flaws;  not  by  any  means. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  will  be  glad  to¬ 
morrow  to  point  them  out  1  by  1. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  The  gentleman 
said  that  the  bill  does  not  provide  for 
what  kind  of  technical  training  and  so 
on? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  It  does  not  make 
use  of  and  it  provides  no  incentives  for 
the  young  people  of  this  country  to  stay 
in  school  and  stay  in  college  and  work 
out  their  proficiencies  along  the  line 
which  will  be  something  that  they  can 
take  up  afterward  under  civilian  con¬ 
trol  rather  than  under  military  control. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  beg  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  pardon.  I  am  afraid  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  read  the  bill  completely. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Yes,  I  have. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Under  the  pres¬ 
ent  law  we  can  draft  individuals  into  the 
military  service. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Yes,  but  you  draft 
only  a  very  small  number. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  That  is  true,  but 
it  may  be  the  rare  bird  that  you  draft 
into  the  service.  Under  this  program, 
a  man  who  has  exceptional  ability  after 
he  finishes  his  6-month  period  will  be 
screened  then  into  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve.  He  will  have  no  Ready  Reserve 
obligation  whatsoever.  Therefore,  we 
have  an  improvement  over  the  present 
law.  We  have  recognized  the  individual 
repeatedly.  We  have  corrected  the  bill 
so  that  we  do  take  care  of  those  people 
with  exceptional  skills  where  we  are  in 
short  supply. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Why  must  they 
have  exceptional  skill?  We  need  lots 
of  these  people.  Is  there  anything  which 
says  who  is  going  to  decide  that  this  man 
has  the  kind  of  skill  which  will  put  him 
in  this  Reserve? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  It  is  the  military, 
is  it  not? 


Mr.  DEVEREUX.  No,  no;  it  is  not. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  when  that  question 
was  brought  up,  it  was  under  a  board 
established,  and  naturally  established,  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Seeing  the 
danger  in  such  a  procedure  as  that,  I 
personally  offered  an  amendment  to 
change  that  and  set  up  a  board  under 
the  President  of  the  United  States  be¬ 
cause,  after  all,  he  must  consult  with 
other  departments  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Has  the  gentleman 
any  assurance  that  that  board  will  not 
be  made  up  of  military  people? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Why,  certainly,  be¬ 
cause,  for  instance,  the  head  of  man¬ 
power,  or  labor — all  of  those  people  must 
of  necessity  be  consulted. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  would  be  glad  to 
see  the  language  in  this  bill  that  says  a 
single  word  about  a  civilian  being  on 
that  board. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield. 

Mi*.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes ;  and 
experience  has  demonstrated  that  it  does 
not  make  very  much  difference,  perhaps 
not  at  all,  what  the  Congress  writes  into 
the  law.  The  armed  services  interpret 
it  the  way  they  want  to.  And  all  anyone 
needs  to  do  to  confirm  that  is  to  look  at 
the  history  of  the  Tydings  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

(Mr.  ROOSEVELT  asked  and  was  giv¬ 
en  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer¬ 
sey  [Mr.  Thompson]. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Chairman,  as  one  who  has  been  in  the 
Naval  Reserve  for  over  14  years  and  who 
has  served  more  than  8  years  on  active 
duty,  I  regret  that  I  must  take  the  floor 
to  oppose  this  bill,  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  I  have  been  a  long-time  ad¬ 
vocate  of  a  strong  Reserve  program. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  know 
the  gentleman  is  sincere  and  honest  in 
his  conviction.  I  wish  the  gentleman 
as  he  goes  along  would  offer  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  an  alternative  program,  assum¬ 
ing  that  this  is  not  what  he  wants.  Will 
the  gentleman  give  us  his  ideas  on  what 
we  ought  to  have? 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  I 
think,  if  the  gentleman  please,  it  would 
be  a  bit  presumptuous  of  me  to  write  a 
bill  for  his  committee ;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  presumptuous  of  me  to  criticize  this 
bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Is  it  any 
more  presumptuous  to  say  that  this  bill 
is  not  satisfactory  than  it  would  be  for 
the  gentleman  to  say,  “Here  is  my  plan, 
I  think  it  is  a  good  one;  this  is  what  I 
would  offer?” 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  I  am 
not  proposing  the  plan.  I  am  undertak¬ 
ing,  as  I  consider  I  have  the  right  to  do 
as  a  Representative,  to  criticize  some 
specific  parts  of  the  gentleman’s  plan. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  think 
the  gentleman  is  well  within  his  rights, 
of  course.  The  committee  was  sincerely 
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trying  to  work  out  a  program  that  would 
fit  the  convenience  of  the  individual  and 
limit  the  authority  given  under  the  bill 
to  the  extent  they  could.  I  think  the 
committee  was  very  sincere  and  honest 
in  trying  to  do  that. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  New  Jersey.  I 
think  so;  but  I  regret  I  have  not  been 
here  quite  long  enough  to  even  presume 
to  write  such  a  bill. 

I  object  specifically,  if  it  please  the 
gentleman,  to  the  punitive  aspects  of  the 
plan.  One  gentleman  took  the  floor  in 
support  of  the  bill  and  said  he  admitted 
the  present  punitive  aspects  of  the  se¬ 
lective-service  law  were  obnoxious  and 
that  those  included  in  the  measure  are 
just  a  bit  less  obnoxious.  He  did  not 
say,  however,  that  they  are  not  still 
obnoxious. 

I  do  not  think  that  these  young  men 
are  sufficiently  developed  mentally  at  the 
age  of  18  to  make  binding  decisions 
which  will  affect  their  lives  up  through 
the  age  of  26.  I  do  not  think  that  every 
commanding  officer  in  the  Reserve  is 
competent  or  well  enough  supervised  by 
his  superiors  to  be  able  to  send  a  boy 
back  into  the  service  for  45  days  if  merely 
in  the  officer’s  judgment,  the  boy  is  not 
performing  satisfactorily.  I  am  told 
positively  that  neither  the  Army  nor  the 
Marine  Corps  plans  to  make  use  of  the 
punitive  aspect  of  this  legislation;  but 
it  is  still  there. 

I  am  not  sure  what  the  Army  Reserve 
is  going  to  do.  I  have  been  a  bit  amused 
by  some  of  the  statements  to  the  effect 
that  the  Army  Reserve  program  has  been 
admitted  by  the  committee  to  be  a  rather 
complete  failure.  I  have  as  yet  seen  no 
complete  exposition  of  the  reasons  for 
that  failure.  We  only  have  assurances 
that  they  know  they  have  failed  so  far 
and  only  promises  that  they  will  not  fail 
any  more.  I  have  seen  no  plan  to  over¬ 
come  their  deficiencies. 

This  is  not  an  armed  services  Reserve 
bill,  this  is  an  Army  Reserve  bill.  If  it 
were  so  labeled  I  would  be  perhaps  a 
little  more  sympathetic  to  it.  I  know  it 
does  nothing  for  the  Air  Force  and  noth¬ 
ing  for  the  Naval  Reserve.  I  do  not  know 
the  Coast  Guard  problem.  It  seems  to 
me  a  bit  ridiculous  to  turn  in  181  amphib¬ 
ious  ships  last  week  and  this  week  ask  for 
a  larger  Reserve,  because  it  is  going  to 
take  more  than  just  a  few  days,  as  the 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  said  the  other  day,  to  put  181 
amphibious  vessels  back  into  commission 
to  carry  the  big  Reserve  that  you  are 
going  to  build  up. 

I  do  not  think  I  can  write  a  better 
bill,  on  the  basis  of  my  own  limited  ex¬ 
perience,  and  I  acknowledge  my  limita¬ 
tions,  but  until  I  learn  more  I  do  not 
intend  to  vote  for  this  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Hyde]. 

Mr.  HYDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  every 
Member  of  the  Congress  has  received 
many  letters,  phone  calls,  and  personal 
visits  from  people  who  are  worried  about 
the  possibilities  in  the  National  Reserve 
plan,  as  embodied  in  H.  R.  5297,  of  the 
creation  of  a  militaristic  state.  All  of 
us,  I  am  sure,  share  in  that  concern.  I 
believe  the  record  should  be  made  clear 


in  regard  to  several  complaints  made 
against  this  proposed  plan. 

First,  we  are  told  that  we  cannot  pre¬ 
vent  war  with  a  big  military  establish¬ 
ment.  May  the  record  unmistakably 
show  that  no  one  in  authority  in  this 
Government  has  any  illusions  that  mili¬ 
tary  might  alone  will  prevent  war.  We 
are  well  aware  that  war  can  be  pre¬ 
vented  only  by  solving  our  economic,  so¬ 
cial,  and  spiritual  problems.  It  was  well 
stated  by  General  MacArthur,  when  he 
spoke  in  this  Chamber,  that  “wars  could 
be  prevented  only  by  a  rebirth  of  the 
spirit.” 

Actually,  it  is  primarily  because  of 
our  failure  to  carry  the  message  of  the 
spiritual  nature  of  our  concept  of  free¬ 
dom  that  we  have  lost  so  much  ground 
in  our  ideological  conflict  with  com¬ 
munism. 

It  is  important  to  remember,  however, 
that  communism  uses  physical  force  not 
merely  as  a  weapon  on  the  battlefield 
but  as  a  diplomatic  and  psychological 
weapon.  Unfortunately,  in  order  to  neu¬ 
tralize  the  effect  of  Communist  use  of 
physical  force  it  is  necessary  to  maintain 
a  physical  force  of  comparable  power. 

Many  of  our  constituents  argue  that 
history  shows  that  the  establishment  of  a 
large  military  machine  has  not  kept  na¬ 
tions  out  of  war.  We  are  well  aware  of 
that.  But  by  the  same  token  failure  to 
maintain  an  adequate  defense  has  not 
prevented  a  nation  from  involvement 
in  war;  as  witness  Korea  and  other  na¬ 
tions,  too  numerous  to  mention.  More¬ 
over,  nations  which  have  been  careful  to 
keep  an  adequate  military  defense  have 
been  able  to  avoid  wars,  such  as  Switzer¬ 
land  and  Sweden. 

Finally,  it  is  argued  that  a  large  mili¬ 
tary  machine  may  lead  us  into  the  role 
of  an  aggressor  and  we  may  be  tempted 
to  use  it  for  selfish  purposes  as  other 
nations  have  done. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  this  is  a 
risk.  Historically,  we  have  a  good  record. 
We  have  led  the  way  in  granting  inde¬ 
pendence  to  peoples  who  have  come  un¬ 
der  our  control.  Whether  we  fall  into 
the  error  of  misusing  our  military  power 
will  depend  upon  the  character  and  spir¬ 
itual  strength  of  we,  the  people,  who  are 
the  sovereign  power  of  this  Nation.  If 
we  are  to  win  the  ideological  war  with 
communism,  we  cannot  fail  in  this  test 
of  our  character  and  spiritual  strength. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HYDE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  thoroughly 
agree  with  what  the  gentleman  has  said, 
that  military  power  and  strength  of  it¬ 
self  will  not  prevent  war,  but  I  think 
my  friend  will  agree  with  me  that  ade¬ 
quate  and  powerful  military  strength 
and  power  might  deter  and  prevent  an 
aggressor  from  making  war. 

Mr.  HYDE.  It  might,  but  I  am  afraid 
the  best  use  that  can  be  made  of  it  is 
simply  a  balance  against  the  physical 
forces  of  atheistic  communism. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HYDE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  also 
wish  to  compliment  the  gentleman  on 


his  very  interesting  statement.  Is  it  not 
conceded  by  almost  everyone,  both  those 
opposed  to  the  bill  and  those  who  are 
not  opposed  to  it,  that  we  can  have  the 
best  kind  of  protection  if  we  have  mili¬ 
tary  strength  when  we  bargain.  Also, 
I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
General  MacArthur  in  the  last  issue  of 
the  Reader’s  Digest  booklet  states  that 
the  only  way  to  solve  the  problem  of 
war  is  to  abolish  war.  I  am  sure  that 
General  MacArthur,  when  he  advocates 
the  abolition  of  war  as  the  only  way  to 
cure  the  situation  we  are  in,  believes  that 
we  must  maintain  a  strong  military 
posture,  to  move  in  the  direction  of  the 
abolition  of  war  as  a  means  of  settling 
international  disputes. 

Mr.  HYDE.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
I  think  there  is  no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  may  I  inquire  how  the  time 
stands? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  has  34  min¬ 
utes  remaining,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  has  33  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  that  the  Committee  do 
now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  Chair, 
Mr.  Trimble,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit¬ 
tee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5297)  to  provide  for  the 
strengthening  of  the  Reserve  forces,  and 
for  other  purposes,  had  come  to  no  reso¬ 
lution  thereon. 


> 


5546 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


May  17 


usual  number  of  lakes  and  ponds  on 
either  side  o£  the  Connecticut  River  than 
are  indicated  -on  the  map  of  the  State. 
These  are  tenting  being  spread  over 
wires  under  which  tobacco  plants  will 
be  set  out  in  another  2  weeks,  and  Con¬ 
necticut  shade-grown  tobacco,  the  best 
cigar  wrapper,  will  be  in  production 
again.  From  the  air  the  white  netting 
simulates  water.  \ 

In  minutes,  one  sees  the  tall  spire  of 
the  Travelers  Insurance  Co. — its  dis¬ 
tinguishing  beacon  light  now  extin¬ 
guished  since  the  sun  has  brilliantly 
risen  and  it  is  7:15  a.  m.,  albeit  daylight 
saving  time.  Thin  smoke  emanating 
from  lofty  chimneys  atop  the  Hartford 
Electric  Light  Co.  plant  near  the  Charter 
Oak  Bridge  proclaims  the  approach  to 
Hartford,  the  State  capital,  where  tlie 
wheels  of  its  diversified  industry  are 
humming  with  activity  as  attested  to  by 
the  many  workers’  autos  which  surround 
the  buildings.  Incidentally,  much  West 
Virginia  coal  is  used  by  the  Hartford 
Electric  Light  Co.  A  quickly  disappear¬ 
ing  white  steam  shooting  from  low 
stacks  on  the  east  side  of  the  river  con¬ 
firms  that  jet  engines  are  being  tested  at 
Pratt  and  Whitney  Aircraft. 

The  route  to  New  York  discloses  new 
industrial  plants  which  contribute  much 
to  the  economy  of  the  local  community 
by  creating  a  need  for  additional 
workers,  homes,  schools,  churches,  stores. 
New  railroad  spurs  are  being  put  in  place 
leading  to  these  new  plants  to  insure 
rapid  and  efficient  handling  of  inter¬ 
state  commerce. 

The  first  glimpse  of  New  York  City  is 
always  a  most  exciting  and  invigorating 
sight.  While  practically  circling  the  city 
to  land  at  LaGuardia,  the  viewer  notes 
the  consolidation  of  great  wealth  which 
makes  an  immediate  and  indelible  im¬ 
pression  on  the  mind.  The  highways, 
skyways,  and  byways  leading  into  the 
city  are  alive  with  traffic  which  re¬ 
sembles  a  blending  of  the  colors  of  the 
rainbow. 

After  a  short  stay  at  LaGuardia,  the 
flight  is  resumed  and  this  time  the  plane 
heads  for  the  George  Washington 
Bridge  to  cross  the  Hudson  and  then  to 
head  south  for  Washington.  There 
comes  the  opportunity  to  the  passenger 
to  catch  a  panoramic  view  of  Ma 
hattan  Island,  its  skyscrapers, 
avenues,  its  wharves  and  piers.  Jthe 
human  eye  records  this  never-to-b/for- 
gotten  scene  that  will  remain  in /he  re¬ 
cesses  of  memory  and  the  entire  picture 
recalled  vividly  with  the  me^e  thought 
and  reminder  of  this  morni: 

Ships  are  now  moving  into  and  out  of 
New  York  Harbor  past  jt he  Statue  of 
Liberty. 

Many  tugboats  are  sifting  barges  and 
cargo  and  passengej/vesseis  into  load¬ 
ing  and  unloading vbiers — everything  is 
alive — it  is  a  neijr  dawn,  a  new  day,  a 
new  area,  America  proceeds  to  its  greater 
destiny,  America  lives. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  continued  to  be  over¬ 
whelmed  with  the  scenes  below  of  great 
chemical  plants,  various  other  heavy  in¬ 
dustry,  as  we  proceeded  toward  Phila¬ 
delphia/and  I  can  recall  where  a  month 
ago  or/ a.  similar  flight  I  had  seen  clusters 
of  tr/es  and  small  hills.  Today  they  are 


gone,  the  trees  have  vanished,  and  the 
elevation  is  leveled.  Foundations  are  in 
place  and  a  large  shopping  center  in  var¬ 
ious  stages  of  construction  is  well  under¬ 
way. 

In  another  section,  a  housing  project — 
individual  homes — multicolored  roofs, 
all  new,  are  clearly  delineated  from  the 
air. 

The  trains,  buses,  trucks,  smoke  from 
refineries  are  all  symbols  and  evidence  of 
the  continuing  prosperity  and  greatness 
of  America. 

The  bulldozers,  tractors,  and  other 
equipment  actively  engaged  in  road 
building  along  the  New  Jersey  Turnpike 
reminded  me  that  more  of  this  is  needed 
today  and  tomorrow  to  cope  with  our 
expanding  economy  and  American  au¬ 
tomobile  ingenuity.  Recently,  I  heard  a 
highway  engineer  state  that  1  month’s 
''euto  production  placed  bumper  to  bum¬ 
per  would  stretch  for  a  distance  of  90 
mfigs. 

There  was  a  repetition  of  these  sights 
and  scenes  as  we  flew  over  Philadelphia 
and  on  to  my  ultimate  destination, 
Washington. 

The  longest  freight  train  I  had  ev< 
seen  was  crb§sing  the  14th  Street  Brip^e 
into  Washington,  D.  C.,  just  as  the  plane 
came  in  for  thd- landing  at  National  Air¬ 
port.  The  closed  sides  indicated  Uiat  the 
boxcars  were  filled — a  proven  barometer 
of  healthy  business  activity. 

My  fellow  passengers  who/xansferred 
at  La  Guardia  to  planes  bound  for  the 
Middle  and  Far  West  a/id  others  who 
continued  their  journeys  to  Florida  and 
Texas  in  my  plane  saw  'a  continuation  of 
varied  signs  which/  translated,  spell 
peace  and  prosperity.  Yes,  Mrv.Speaker, 
truly  America  lives.  \ 

— - 

NATIONAL  LOTTERY 

(Mr.  BOgCH  (at  the  request  of 
Martin)  /as  given  permission  to  extent 
his  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord.)  / 

Mr/ BOSCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  2d 
session  of  the  83d  Congress,  I  sent  a 
questionnaire  to  the  voters  of  the  Fifth 
fongressional  District  of  New  York  in 
''an  effort  to  determine  their  views  on 
pending  legislation  and  subjects  that 
might  give  rise  to  legislation.  I  en¬ 
deavored  to  reach  every  household  in 
my  district  that  had  a  registered  voter. 

Question  No.  38  on  this  questionnaire 
was  as  follows: 

Would  you  favor  a  national  lottery  to  help 
defray  Government  expenses? 

Eighty-two  percent  of  my  constitu¬ 
ents  who  answered  this  question  were 
in  favor  of  a  lottery. 

We  are  all  interested  in  balancing 
the  budget,  and  I  do  feel  that  we  should 
explore  this  possibility  for  obtaining  the 
necessary  funds  for  this  purpose.  Many 
countries  have  found  this  to  be  very 
satisfactory  and  by  using  the  lottery 
they  have  been  able  to  keep  their  tax 
rate  down. 

I  am  today  introducing  a  resolution 
which,  if  passed,  would  direct  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  appoint  a  select  committee 
of  five  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  to  conduct  a  full  and  com¬ 


plete  investigation  and  study  to  deter/ 
mine  the  advisability  and  feasibility/f 
using  a  governmentally  conducted  pot¬ 
tery  as  a  means  of  raising  addi/onal 
revenue  for  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  hope  that  my  colleagues  will 
see  fit  to  support  this  resolutic 

THE  NATION  NEEDS  Kh/ ADEQUATE 
RESERI 

(Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  as/ed  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Appqffdix  of  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  VAN  /ANDT  addressed  the 
House.  His  remarks  appear  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  of  today’s  Record.] 

development  OF  ATOMIC-FUELED 
ELECTRIC  GENERATING  PLANTS 

(Mr.  DODD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
p/nt  in  the  Record.) 

'  Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  people 
'of  my  district  and  State  and  of  the  entire 
New  England  region  are  vitally  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  speedy  development  of 
atomic-fueled  electric  generating  plants 
commercially  competitive  with  plants 
which  depend  on  water,  gas,  and  coal  as 
a  source  of  fuel.  The  people  of  my  dis¬ 
trict  and  State  also  recognize  that  an 
expanding  economy  in  New  England  and 
in  the  Nation  depends  upon  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  electric  energy,  from  whatever 
source  it  may  be  generated.  In  New 
England  especially,  because  of  the  lack  of 
such  fuels  as  coal,  oil,  and  gas,  we  are 
anxious  to  encourage  in  every  way  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  atomic  power  as  a  new 
source  of  energy.  The  Congress  in  1946 
under  a  Democratic  administration  and 
in  1954  under  a  Republican  administra¬ 
tion  declared  that  it  was  the  policy  of 
the  United  States  to  promote  the  peace- 
development  of  atomic  energy 
^thin  the  framework  of  our  free  com¬ 
petitive  economy. 

In\accordance  with  these  basic  con¬ 
cepts  Xnd  considerations  I  have  today  in¬ 
troduced  a  bill,  which  is  designed  to  re¬ 
move  a  technical  impediment  to  the  ex¬ 
peditious  prosecution  of  the  program  for 
the  development  of  atomic  or  nuclear 
powered  eledfafic  generators.  As  the 
Members  of  this  House  know,  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars  must  be  spent  in 
further  experimentation  and  research 
before  atomic  fueled  electric  generating 
stations  can  be  madeXmmmercially  com¬ 
petitive  with  generating  stations  which 
depend  on  other  types'-,  of  fuels.  Pri¬ 
marily  because  of  the  larke  sums  which 
must  be  spent  in  researcnVnd  on  pilot 
plants,  groups  of  electric  energy  dis¬ 
tributors,  both  public  and  private,  as  well 
as  industrial  companies  have,  \ith  the 
encouragement  of  the  Atomic 
Commission,  formed  study  groups 
plore  the  commercial  feasibility  of 
ducing  electric  energy  with  atomic  power 
as  the  source  of  fuel.  Some  groups  : 
applied  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis-' 
sion  for  licenses  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  dual-purpose  nuclear  re¬ 
actors.  As  this  House  also  knows,  all 
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Senate 


The  Senate  was  not  in  session  today.  Its  next  meeting  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  May  19,  1955,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


— 

House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  God,  our  Father,  in  whose  di¬ 
vine  wisdom,  righteousness,  and  love  we 
trust,  we  beseech  Thee  to  lead  us  by  Thy 
Spirit  in  our  halting  and  stumbling 
quest  for  the  right  solution  to  our  many 
difficult  national  and  international  prob¬ 
lems. 

We  humbly  confess  that,  in  the  tumult 
and  confusion  of  our  time,  we  do  not 
know  where  and  how  to  find  that  solu¬ 
tion.  Our  diplomats  and  statesmen  as¬ 
semble  in  conclave  and  counsel  but  there 
seems  to  be  so  little  of  real  concord. 

Help  us  to  see  that  perhaps  the  ran¬ 
cor  and  misunderstanding,  the  miscon¬ 
ceptions  and  the  failure  to  find  that  right 
and  satisfactory  solution  may  be  be¬ 
cause  we  talk  so  much  and  take  so  little 
time  for  prayer  to  listen  to  Thy  voice 
gentle  stillness. 

May  we  continue  to  be  full  of  hope 
and  courage,  and  grant  that  the  leaders 
of  all  the  nations  may  have  ui  their 
minds  and  hearts  the  spirit  of /jood  will 
and  consideration,  of  sympathetic  pa¬ 
tience  and  interpretive  understanding  as 
they  sincerely  strive  for  p^ace  on  earth. 

Hear  us  in  the  name  fii  the  Prince  of 
Peace.  Amen. 

TI  jURNAL 

The  Journal  e  proceedings  of  yes¬ 
terday  was  re§  d  approved. 


GE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

.  pSage  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Ca  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
thi  ie  Senate  had  passed  without 
an  rent  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
lowing  title: 

.  R.  1573.  An  act  to  repeal  section  348  of 
'the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 


Wednesday,  May  18, 19!j 

The  message  also  announced  that  the  doing  it  with  fewer  people  in  many 
Senate  agreed,  to  the  report /if  the  com-  manufacturing  processes,  which  is  why 
mittee  of  conference  on  tl>£  disagreeing  we  still  have  such  large  unemployment. 


votes  of  the  twosHouses  efn  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  ty  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5239)  entitled  “Art^ayt  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Farn)/ Credit  Administra¬ 
tion  for  the  fiscal1  year\ending  June  30, 
1956,  and  for  other  purples.” 

The  message  also  announced  that 
the  Vice  President  has  appointed  Mr. 
Johnston  /> f  South  Carolina  and  Mr. 
Carlson  /members  of  the  jofo^t  select 
committfee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 
as  provided  for  in  the  act  of  August  5, 
1939/  entitled  “An  act  to  provide  for 
the'  disposition  of  certain  records',  of 
the  United  States  Government,”  for  the 
Imposition  of  executive  papers  referred 
in  the  report  of  the  Archivist  of  the\ 
United  States  numbered  55-16. 


CHRONIC  LOW  INCOME  AND  ITS 
EFFECT  ON  UNEMPLOYMENT 

(Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  Government  announced 
this  week  that  the  American  economy  in 
the  first  3  months  of  1955  had  broken 
all  records  in  the  value  of  output  of  goods 
and  services,  or  gross  national  product. 
The  figure  for  the  first  quarter  of  this 
year  was  at  a  rate  of  $370  billion  a  year. 

This  is  a  slight  increase  over  the  pre¬ 
vious  record  rate  of  $369  billion  a  year 
reached  in  mid- 1953,  and  a  very  sub¬ 
stantial  increase  over  the  levels  in  effect 
during  the  last  part  of  1953  and  through 
most  of  1954  when  we  had  recession. 

What  it  all  means  is  that  we  have  now 
bounced  back  to  where  we  were  2  years 
ago.  We  are  producing  goods  and  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  same  amount — but  we  are 


Under  normal  circumstances — if  the 
expansion  previously  accomplished  in  the 
economy  had  continued  through  1953 
and  1954  instead  of  being  interrupted  by 
the  recession  we  went  through — our  rate 
of  output  today  would  be  much,  much 
higher  than  it  is.  And  there  would  be 
more  jobs.  Therefore,  while  we  have 
recovered  a  lot  of  lost  ground,  we  have 
not  gone  forward.  So  there  is  no  room 
for  smug  complacency  about  our  econ¬ 
omy. 

For  we  must  experience  a  steady  ex¬ 
pansion  in  our  whole  economy  year  after 
year  if  we  are  to  approach  our  national 
goals  of  full  employment. 

Under  the  best  of  circumstances — even 
.when  prosperity  is  widespread  and  the 
economy  is  expanding  in  a  healthy  man¬ 
ner — we  have  millions  of  Americans  who, 
for'  one  reason  or  another,  are  under¬ 
employed  or  unemployed.  The  low-in¬ 
come  group,  which  becomes  alarmingly 
large  in  periods  of  recession,  is  too  large 
in  this  country  even  under  the  best  of 
circumstances. 

A  subcommittee  of  three  of  us  who 
serve  on  the  Joint  House-Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Economic  Report — Senator 
John  Sparkman,' Democrat,  of  Alabama, 
chairman;  Senator  Ralph  Flanders,  Re¬ 
publican,  of  Vermont;  and  I — is  now 
launching  a  new  congressional  study  of 
this  perennial  and  persistent  problem  of 
the  low-income  family..  Most  of  the 
work  on  this  between  nchy  and  the  fall 
will  be  of  a  basic  factfinding  nature  per¬ 
formed  bv  the  economics  staff  of  the 
joint  committee;  following  that,  how¬ 
ever,  we  will  then  undertake  a  series  of 
hearings  to  get  at  the  underlying/causes 
of  this  problem.  And  the  areas  of  possi¬ 
ble  corrective  action. 
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Leaving  out  entirely  the  occasional  in¬ 
dividual  who  does  not  want  to  work,  we 
wantto  find  out  whether,  in  individual 
cases  oh.chronic  low  income,  it  is  a  prob¬ 
lem  arisrng  primarily  out  of  lack  of  edu¬ 
cation,  or  perhaps  out  of  limited  training 
in  skills  foi\which  there  is  a  decreasing 
demand.  x 

Are  people  w,ho  lose  their  jobs  to  ma¬ 
chines  unable  to  find— or  unequipped  to 
hold — other  wellVpaying  jobs?  Do  they 
need  retraining? 

How  big  a  factor\$oes  age  play  in  the 
relegation  of  workers  to  poor-paying 
jobs  which  give  them  ltos-than-adequate 
incomes?  How  seriously  do  pension 
factors  enter  into  that  problem? 

What  about  the  problem  of  the  dis¬ 
abled  worker — a  phase  or>  this  study 
which  has  been  a  matter  ofNgreat  con¬ 
cern  to  me  in  the  Congress  cfyer  many 
years? 

What  can  people  in  depressed  areas 
do  to  help  make  ends  meet  when  the 
community’s  job  opportunities  shriftjc  or 
disappear?  How  mobile  is  the  average 
worker  who  loses  his  job?  Can  he  pii 
up  readily  and  go  elsewhere?  Should  he? 

These  are  just  some  of  the  problems 
our  subcommittee  intends  to  look  into. 
With  the  increase  in  automation,  the 
problem  becomes  increasingly  more  seri¬ 
ous.  In  the  mining  areas,  we  know  well 
about  the  tragedies  of  the  skilled  workers 
who  have  spent  years  learning  their 
craft,  only  to  have  the  jobs  disappear 
overnight. 

No  matter  how  prosperous  our  coun¬ 
try,  these  individual  situations  are  tragic, 
indeed.  I  hope  we  can  do  some  effective 
work  in  this  field. 


Committee  on  Armed  Services  will  set 
down  hearings  on  this  matter  in  the  very 
near  future.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  is  to  hold  hearings  on  a  similar 
bill. 


(Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio’s  remarks  will  ap¬ 
pear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 


RELIGIOUS  PREFERENCE  ON 
IDENTIFICATION  TAGS 

(Mr.  BOLAND  asked  and  was  givqfi 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  tfiis 
point  in  the  Record).  / 

Mr.  BOLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  to¬ 
day  joined  with  a  number  of  other 
Members  of  the  House  who  have  intro¬ 
duced  bills  to  allow  certain  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  to  designate  the  East¬ 
ern  Orthodox  faith  as  a  religious  pref¬ 
erence  on  their  identification  tags. 
There  are  some  dozen  bills  which  have 
been  filed  in  this  session  of  Congress  to 
accomplish  the  desired  purpose  of  the 
resolution  that  directs  the  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  to  author¬ 
ize  the  inclusion  of  the  Eastern  Orthodox 
religious  faith  -  as  one  of  the  religious 
faiths  authorized  to  be  designated  as  a 
religious  preference  on  identification 
tags  issued  to  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  The  capital  letters  “E.  O.”  shall 
be  used, on  such  tags  to  indicate  the  des¬ 
ignation  of  such  faith. 

Speaker,  a  great  number  of  the 
reljdious  of  this  faith  have  written  me 
asking  that  the  Congress  take  action  in 
lis  session  of  Congress  on  these  resolu¬ 
tions.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  House 


BOROUGH  OF  LEMOYNE,  CUMBER¬ 
LAND  COUNTY,  PA.:  50TH  ANNI¬ 
VERSARY 

(Mr.  QUIGLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mi-.  QUIGLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
week  the  Borough  of  Lemoyne,  in  eastern 
Cumberland  County,  Pa.,  is  celebrating 
its  50th  anniversary.  Although  the  bor¬ 
ough,  as  such,  is  only  50  years  old,  the 
history  of  the  area  goes  back  to  French 
and  Indian  days.  The  pageant,  which  is 
being  staged  nightly  on  the  Lemoyne 
High  School  Athletic  Field,  is  staged  by 
local  talent,  and  is  reigned  over  by  on 
of  Lemoyne’s  lovely  young  ladies,  Mi/s 
Shirley  Willis. 

Lemoyne  is  directly  across  the  Susque¬ 
hanna  River  from  Harrisburg  ancles  the 
gateway  to  what  is  known  as  thfe  West 
hore,  a  growing  and  expanding  resi¬ 
dential  and  industrial  area. 

emoyne  is  the  location  oLFort  Wash¬ 
ington,  which  marked  the  northernmost 
point  of  Confederate  invasion  during 
the  Civil  War.  In  1863  General  Lee’s 
advancing  army  created  panic,  and  em¬ 
bankments  were  thrown  up  along  the 
western  and  southq/n  sides  of  the  emi¬ 
nence  known  as /Washington  Heights. 
The  site  is  ripw  ^occupied  by  houses,  but 
in  places  the  ttyjhches  are  visible  as  faint 
overgrown  depressions.  Here  on  June 
29,  1863,  Confederate  cavalry  under  Col. 
A.  G.  Jenkms,  wnl^e  reconnoitering  the 
southwestern  approach  to  the  State  capi¬ 
tal,  exchanged  shofc§  with  Union  de¬ 
fenders.  Before  and  during  the  Gettys¬ 
burg  engagement  all  of  .  the  Harrisburg 
dist/ict  was  in  a  fever  of  apprehension. 

This  was  not  the  only  occasion  history 
touched  the  area  now  embraced  by  Le- 
ymoyne.  The  first  white  settlement  on 
the  west  shore  was  Kelso’s  Ferry,  named 
for  the  man  who  operated  the  ferj*y  serv¬ 
ice.  Gen.  George  Washington  crossed 
this  ferry  en  route  to  Carlisle  and  stopped 
to  pay  his  respects  on  October  4,  K^94. 
The  first  locomotive  to  cross  the  Susq\e 
hanna  cautiously  made  its  way  over  t 
first  railroad  bridge  in  1839.  The  firs 
station  on  the  old  Cumberland  Valley 
Railroad  west  of  Harrisburg  was  Bridge¬ 
port,  at  the  end  of  the  railroad  bridge. 
This  settlement,  which  in  1883  had  5  or 
6  dwellings  and  1  warehouse  is  now  a 
part  of  Lemoyne. 

All  civic  groups  in  Lemoyne  are  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  week-long  celebration. 
City  officials  and  those  organizing  the 
celebration  have  received  messages  of 
greetings  and  congratulations  from  Vice 
President  Richard  M.  Nixon  and  other 
high  Federal  and  State  officials. 

I  am  sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  my  col¬ 
leagues  join  me  in  congratulating  this 
alert  community  and  wishing  it  well. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 
Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 


The  SPEAKER.  Obviously  /  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mi-.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Speal^/r,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  wa£  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the /oil,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failecyto  answer  to  their 
names : 

[Roll /fro.  65] 

Albert  Doylar  Miller,  N.  Y. 

Avery  Ebe/iarter  Morrison 

Bolton,  Evins  Mumma 

Oliver  P.  Hjare  O'Konski 

Buckley  /Gamble  Pillion 

Burdick  /  Gray  Kadwan 

Burleson  /  Green,  Oreg.  Reed,  N.  Y. 

Canfield  /  Green,  Pa.  Scherer 

C  ristopher  Herlong  Shelley 

Corbett  /  Heselton  Tollefson 

Dingell/  Hiestand  Vursell 

Dorn,  ft.  C.  King,  Calif. 

ie  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  342 
Ambers  have  answered  to  their  names, 
quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5297)  to  provide  for  the  strengthening 
of  the  Reserve  forces,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  5297, 
with  Mr.  Trimble  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may 
require  to  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  CellerL 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  any 
program  which  calls  for  a  lengthy  pe¬ 
riod  of  military  training  inevitably 
brings  in  its  wake  feelings  of  deep  dis¬ 
tress  and  concern.  Distress,  because  in 
our  hearts,  all  of  us  yearn  for  peace,  and 
the  thought  of  training  calls  forth  the 
image  of  war.  Concern,  because  our 
culture  is  eminently  directed  toward  the 
freedom  of  the  individual,  to  live  his  life 
in  the  pursuit  of  happiness  according 
to  his  own  choosing,  and  any  bar  to  this 
right  creates  fear  for  our  way  of  life. 
But  it  is  indeed  our  way  of  life  to  which 
we  must  address  ourselves  in  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  before  us.  The  realities 
of  the  age  in  which  we  live  point  to  the 
fact  that  our  way  of  life  is  being  threat¬ 
ened — and  vitally  so — by  forces  indom¬ 
itable  in  their  strength  and  purpose — 
forces  anxious  to  superimpose  their 
tyranny  on  all  parts  of  the  globe,  eager 
to  press  forward  at  the  first  sign  of 
weakness  and  unpreparedness. 

To  be  prepared  against  this  back¬ 
ground,  brings  with  it  enormous  demands 
on  our  patience,  understanding  and  abil¬ 
ity.  Enormous,  because  they  are  so  alien 
to  our  belief  in  the  general  good  of  man. 
Enormous,  because  we  could,  out  of  an 
unwillingness  to  believe,  permit  our¬ 
selves  to  be  lulled  into  a  false  sense  of 
security.  We  demobilized  as  quickly  as 
possible  after  World  War  H.  We  be¬ 
lieved  that  everyone  wanted  peace  as 
much  as  we  did.  We  then  found  our- 
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selves  so  short  of  Reserves  in  the  Korean 
war  that  our  manpower  had  to  come 
either  from  World  War  II  veterans  or 
from  ill-trained  recruits.  Through  this 
bill,  we  can  be  assured  of  an  active  Re¬ 
serve  ready  to  be  called  upon  should  an 
emergency  arise,  and  ready  also  to  serve 
as  a  deterrent  to  those  who  question  our 
stamina  to  maintain  our  preparedness 
on  a  long-term  basis. 

There  has  been  criticism  of  the  Reserve 
Force  program  which  is  now  in  operation. 
The  present  program  has  been  called 
feble,  aimless,  and  poor.  The  bill  before 
us  would  provide  for  a  Reserve  in  which 
draft-eligble  young  men  who  serve  2 
years  or  less  in  uniform,  would  be  active 
part-time  citizen  soldiers  in  Reserve 
units.  The  period  a  man  would  have  to 
spend  in  the  Reserves  would  range  up  to 
IV2  years,  and  all  this  time,  he  would 
be  regarded  as  combat-ready.  If  he 
shirked  his  weekly  drills  or  summer 
training,  he  could  be  put  back  into  uni¬ 
form  for  as  long  as  2  years.  This  might 
sound  drastic,  and  indeed  it  is,  but  the 
only  way  to  create  an  Active  Reseve  is 
to  make  it  active. 

We  must  remember  that  the  900,000 
World  War  II  veterans  who  were  called 
back  for  Korean  war  service,  had  to  be 
called  because  we  had  no  large  Reserve 
of  peacetime  trainees  ready.  In  many 
parts  of  the  country,  the  present  Reserve 
training  program  has  been  looked  upon 
as  a  joke.  Obsolete  weapons  have  been 
issued,  boring  meetings  held  with  no  con¬ 
crete  program  planned,  all  of  which 
caused  many  Reserves  to  drop  out  in 
sheer  digust. 

Of  course,  many  Reserve  units  func¬ 
tion  very  well  indeed,  engaging  the  re¬ 
servists  in  skills  and  study,  useful  and 
productive  both  in  combat  and  in  civilian 
life  as  well.  For  example,  the  Air  Force 
Reserves  in  New  York  include  in  their 
program  the  following  courses: 

Project  management  for  research  and 
development  organizations. 

Executive  development  for  adminis¬ 
trative  and  staff  duties. 

Weather  as  it  affects  flight  operations. 

Intelligence  studies,  by  strategic 
areas,  that  have  already  covered  some 
30  different  parts  of  the  world  in  as 
many  exercises. 

Communications  using  post-World 
War  n  equipment. 

Rapid  and  comprehended  reading. 

The  Reserve  program  envisaged  in  this 
bill  is  designed  to  create  a  national  Re¬ 
serve  plan  that  is  productive  and  vigor¬ 
ous.  It  is  designed  to  permit  our  econ¬ 
omy  to  continue  to  function  without 
complete  disruption,  yet  keep  our  forces 
strong  enough  to  be  prepared  for  any 
emergency  or  disaster  which  might  face 
our  Nation. 

This  Reserve  plan  before  us  has  de¬ 
fects.  It  has  merits.  On  balance  I  am 
for  it. 

(Mr.  CF.IxLER  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  1  minute  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
thank  my  distinguished  colleague  from 
Louisiana  for  graciously  permitting  me 
to  speak  out  of  order  for  1  minute. 


On  last  Thursday,  May  12,  in  Singa¬ 
pore  an  American,  Gene  Symonds,  was 
beaten  to  death  by  the  Communists  of 
Singapore.  I  probably  am  the  last  per¬ 
son  in  this  room  today  who  saw  Gene 
Symonds.  I  was  with  him  for  10  days 
at  the  Asian-African  Conference  in 
Bandung  and  at  Singapore.  When  I  left 
Singapore  Gene  came  to  the  airport  to 
say  goodbye  to  me. 

Gene  Symonds  was  born  August  18, 
1926,  in  Dayton,  Ohio.  He  had  prep 
school  training  in  Dayton  and  Lima, 
Ohio.  He  served  in  the  Army  during 
World  War  II,  during  which  time  he  was 
on  the  staff  of  the  Mediterranean  edition 
of  the  Stars  and  Stripes.  He  was  the 
special  news  editor  of  the  Armed  Forces 
radio  station  in  Gorizia  and  for  a  time 
reported  for  the  Rome  Daily  American 
in  Italy.  He  was  discharged  from  the 
Army  in  1946  and  went  to  Ohio  State 
University  in  Columbus.  He  joined  the 
United  Press  staff  in  Columbus  in  the 
fall  of  1947.  He  covered  the  Ohio  State 
Legislature  in  Columbus  and  then  trans¬ 
ferred  to  New  York  where  he  worked  in 
UP’s  foreign  department.  He  was 
alerted  for  Korean  war  coverage  on  the 
day  it  started.  Five  days  later  he  was 
in  Tokyo.  He  was  among  the  first  for¬ 
eign  correspondents  to  arrive  in  Korea, 
where  he  served  as  a  war  correspondent. 
He  became  chief  correspondent  and 
manager  for  the  Philippines  in  1951.  He 
was  transferred  to  Singapore  and  be¬ 
came  United  Press  manager  for  south¬ 
east  Asia  last  year.  He  was  in  Bangkok, 
Thailand,  for  southeast  Asia  Treaty  Or¬ 
ganization  meeting  and  in  Bandung, 
Indonesia,  for  recent  Asian-African 
Conference  coverage. 

Surviving  Mr.  Symonds  are  an  uncle, 
Mr.  Harold  A.  Moore,  2524  Rugby  Road, 
Dayton  6,  Ohio;  half-brothers,  Dover 
and  Gary  Symonds,  Greenleaf  Drive, 
Dayton,  Ohio,  and  a  grandmother. 

I  hope  that  here  today  Gene  Symonds’ 
death  may  shock  us  out  of  our  smug 
complacency. 

I  want  you  to  know  that  Gene  and  I 
discussed  many  things  in  Bandung  and 
in  Singapore;  one  was  that  Singapore 
could  go  to  the  Communists  any  time 
they  made  up  their  minds  to  take  it. 
It  should  be  a  warning  to  us  that  we 
cannot  afford  to  continue  officially  as  a 
body,  or  through  other  official  bodies  in 
which  we  are  members,  such  as  the 
United  Nations,  to  stay  on  the  side  of 
colonialism  or  racialism. 

Colonialism  is  definitely  finished  in 
Asia  and  Africa.  Bandung  stepped  up 
the  timetable  on  freedom.  People  like 
Gene  Symonds  and  the  other  70  Ameri¬ 
can  journalists  who  covered  that  confer¬ 
ence  know  far  more  what  is  happening 
out  there  than  even  our  Department  of 
State. 

We  can  stop  communism  in  Singa¬ 
pore,  in  Asia,  and  in  Africa  only 
through  making  the  idea  of  democracy 
work  at  home  and  abroad. 

Gene  Symonds  believed  in  democracy. 

(Mr.  POWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
7  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Johnson]. 


(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mi’.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  often  wonder  if  talking 
about  this  bill  really  produces  results.  I 
appreciate  very  much  the  time  that  the 
ranking  minority  member,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  gave  me 
to  comment  on  this  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  August  1946  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short]  and  I  flew  right  over  the 
tops 'of  the  damaged  and  ruined  build¬ 
ings  of  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki.  Very 
few  people  within  a  year  of  that  holo¬ 
caust  had  that  experience;  an  experience 
which  leaves  an  impression  that  you 
never  can  get  out  of  your  mind.  At  that 
time  it  seemed  incredible  to  me  that  just 
2  small  bombs  could  ruin  2  large  cities, 
1  of  them  bigger  than  the  capital  of  my 
State,  and  kill  and  maim  and  wound 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  people.  I  real¬ 
ized  then  that  the  world  had  arrived  at 
a  very  dangerous  and  destructive  period. 
The  atomic  age  was  here,  and  I  need  not 
tell  you  that  since  that  day  down  to  the 
present  time  we  have  been  engaged  in  an 
atomic-arms  race  with  the  Soviet  Union. 

Mr.  Chairman,  along  with  this  race  in 
the  development  and  production  of 
atomic  weapons  we  have  had  continual 
pressure  from  the  Soviet  Union.  They 
have  pressed  on  every  single  front  in  the 
world  where  free  people  can  be  intimi¬ 
dated  and  dominated.  Bit  by  bit  they 
have  taken  more  and  more  territory. 
The  very  place — Singapore — that  the 
first  gentleman — the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Powell] — who  spoke  to¬ 
day  mentioned  is  practically  under  their 
control,  as  some  of  us  found  in  1953 
when  we  visited  that  part  of  the  world. 
We  are  naturally  groping  to  find  ways  to 
solve  this  situation.  We  cannot  permit 
the  world  to  commit  suicide  by  getting 
into  an  atomic  war. 

There  are  several  approaches  that 
might  be  made  to  reduce  the  aggression 
and  tensions  generated  by  the  Soviet 
Union.  One  approach  is  through  the 
civilian  processes,  negotiations,  real  dis¬ 
armament  with  adequate  inspections, 
utilization  of  atomic  energy  for  peaceful 
purposes,  and  other  similar  steps.  But 
in  many  of  these  efforts  we  have  been 
stymied  time  and  time  again.  I  know 
that  our  President  is  groping  desperately 
to  find  a  way  to  bring  about  a  solution 
of  the  tensions  that  harass  the  world  to¬ 
day.  Another  approach  is  to  maintain  a 
high  posture  of  military  strength,  and 
that,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  most  essential 
of  all,  particularly  today,  in  the  uneasy 
world  of  today  with  its  many  trouble 
spots.  Dictators  respect  military  power. 
They  cannot  stand  defeat.  They  cannot 
stand  to  get  into  a  war  in  which  they 
would  lose  their  possessions  and  maybe 
lose  their  country. 

Now,  what  is  the  purpose  of  this  bill 
today? 

Why  did  we  draft  the  bill?  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  bill  is  to  develop  a  strong 
military  posture.  This  means  that  we 
must  have  men  trained  right  up  to  the 
minute.  We  will  not  have  time  to  get 
ready  when  the  attack  comes.  We  must 
be  ready  for  any  sort  of  attack,  which 
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could  be  devastating.  Our  part  of  the 
country  in  California,  your  part  of  the 
country  here,  and  other  parts  are  equally 
vulnerable  and  under  the  same  cloud. 

New  techniques  of  warfare  are  con¬ 
tinually  cropping  up.  Since  1949  we 
have  had  107  new  techniques  used  by  the 
Army  alone.  New  weapons,  new  pro¬ 
grams  require  the  learning  of  new  skills 
to  carry  out  the  mission  of  the  Army. 
More  and  more  training  is  required  to 
have  our  men  prepared  and  ready  and 
efficient  if  the  event  comes  when  they 
are  needed  to  defend  the  country- 

There  is  another  matter  to  which  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  this  com¬ 
mittee.  This  bill  follows  specifically  the 
recommendations  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  one  of  the  most  noted  au¬ 
thorities  on  military  problems  in  the  en¬ 
tire  history  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  will  read  page  4 
of  the  report,  you  will  see  that  our  bill 
follows  right  straight  down  the  line, 
what  the  President  recommended  with 
one  minor  exception,  cutting  down  the 
10-year  obligation  to  8  years.  Our  com¬ 
mittee  was  practically  unanimous  in 
sending  the  bill  to  the  floor  for  consid¬ 
eration. 

I  cannot  understand  what  is  going  on 
in  the  minds  of  some  of  my  colleagues. 
In  this  Chamber  61  percent  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  here  served  in  war.  In  the  other 
Chamber  the  ratio  is  just  about  the  same. 
Do  you  mean  to  tell  me  that  without 
having  shown  us  any  alternative  to  the 
plan  that  we  have,  this  body  is  going  to 
turn  down  the  request  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  for  the  enactment 
of  this  bill?  Are  you  going  to  herald  to 
the  world  that  we  are  not  willing  to 
stand  up  and  support  our  President? 
That  is  what  we  will  be  doing  if  we  fail 
to  enact  this  bill.  Are  you  going  to  tell 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  who 
are  now  in  training,  the  one  and  a  half 
million  men,  that  we  are  going  to  cut  off 
this  training,  and  that  they  are  not  go¬ 
ing  to  be  afforded  these  opportunities  to 
help  develop  our  defense  situation  to  give 
our  people  more  security. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FEIGHAN.  Do  I  understand  from 
the  gentleman  when  he  says  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  tell  the  world  that  we  are  not  fol¬ 
lowing  the  leadership  of  the  President, 
that  we  are  to  assume  that  he  has  an 
infinite  mind  and  cannot  be  wrong? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  I  do  not 
claim  that.  But  the  point  is  he  has  rec¬ 
ommended  certain  specific  steps  which 
he  says  will  increase  our  security  and  I 
am  willing  to  follow  his  suggestions.  We 
have  heard  continual  criticism  of  the 
military.  You  cannot  build  anything 
just  by  criticizing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  can  you  not  see  what 
an  awkward  position  we  will  be  in  if  we 
turn  this  bill  down?  We  will  be  virtually 
saying  to  the  world,  we  do  not  believe 
in  developing  our  military  posture;  we 
do  not  believe  in  having  our  men  trained. 
It  will  also  be  an  announcement  that  we 
are  not  willing  to  support  the  President 
of  the  United  States. 

No  reasonable  alternative  has  been  of¬ 
fered  to  date,  and  I  do  not  expect  that 


any  one  will  be  offered,  that  will  have 
any  real  merit  from  the  national  de¬ 
fense  and  security  standpoint. 

Therefore  I  recommend  that  we  pass 
this  bill  in  the  interest  of  the  safety  and 
security  of  our  country  and  our  people. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  8 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Bates]. 

(Mr.  BATES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  BATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  since  I 
have  been  23  years  of  age,  I  have  been 
either  in  the  active  armed  services,  or  on 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  have  served 
as  an  apprentice  seaman  and  as  an  offi¬ 
cer;  as  a  regular  and  as  a  reservist.  I 
think  I  know  something  about  this  prob¬ 
lem  that  we  are  considering  here  today. 

This  is  the  second  time  since  I  have 
been  in  the  Congress  that  a  bill  of  this 
general  nature  has  been  presented  for 
consideration.  Yet  the  measures  are 
vastly  different.  The  bill  formerly  of¬ 
fered  was  entitled  “Universal  Military 
Training”  and  in  essence  it  was  that  for 
all  practical  purposes,  although  its  aim 
was  to  establish  a  strong  Reserve.  On 
that  occasion,  those  of  you  who  are  still 
here  will  recall,  the  atmosphere  was 
charged  with  strong  feelings  and  two 
philosophies  emerged.  There  were  those 
who  were  unalterably  opposed  to  univer¬ 
sal  military  training,  and  those  who 
violently  supported  it. 

While  preferences  and  philosophies 
might  have  their  place,  my  thinking  was 
not  in  consonance  with  either  group. 
There  are  those  who  believe  that  military 
service  is  good  for  young  men  and,  there¬ 
fore,  they  should  serve.  Regardless  of 
what  merits  military  service  might  pos¬ 
sess,  certainly  our  authority  and  respon¬ 
sibility  under  the  Constitution  was  not 
granted  as  a  consequence  of  such  reason¬ 
ing.  Yet  my  thinking  is  far  apart  from 
those  who  believe  even  the  draft  is  un¬ 
necessary. 

It  is  my  belief  that  we  should  have 
men  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  their  com¬ 
ponents  only  in  such  numbers  and  such 
categories  as  are  necessary  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  security  of  the  Nation.  I  believe 
we  must  accept,  during  these  perilous 
times,  the  establishment  of  a  large  armed 
force  in  being,  or  the  alternative  of  a 
smaller  force  in  being  supplemented  by 
a  strong  effective  Reserve. 

There  must  be  much  done,  I  must 
admit,  before  this  measure  here  can  be 
called  a  blueprint  for  security.  If  and 
when  it  becomes  law,  much  must  be  done 
in  the  administration  of  the  Reserve 
forces  to  make  it  really  effective.  I  am 
not  sure  that  any  bill  which  can  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  this  Congress  would  have  over¬ 
whelming  acceptance.  The  problem  is 
complex.  It  deals  with  the  lives  of  our 
young  men  and  the  views  and  ap¬ 
proaches  to  it  are  varied;  but  I  believe 
it  is  only  through  the  empirical  method, 
through  the  test  of  experience,  that  a 
suitable  program  will  ever  evolve. 

Many  changes  have  already  been  made 
by  the  subcommitee  and  by  the  full  com¬ 
mittee.  Let  us  not  make  it  ineffective 
by  a  lot  of  amendments.  Let  us  not 
whittle  down  Teddy  Roosevelt’s  “big 
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stick”  to  a  mere  splinter.  If  this  bill  is 
recommitted,  this  will  be  the  end  of  it.  I 
believe  that  even  in  its  formative  stages 
this  bill  is  far  superior  to  the  universal 
military  training  bill  we  considered  4 
years  ago  and  which  I  opposed.  I  would 
oppose  that  same  bill  if  it  were  here  to¬ 
day.  I  believe  the  Members  should  un¬ 
derstand  the  differences  between  that 
bill  and  the  one  we  presently  consider. 

The  old  bill  called  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  and  was  to  be  used  by  all 
of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  measure  be¬ 
fore  us  today  will  provide  a  6  months’ 
training  period  and  candidates  so  in¬ 
ducted  will  be  strictly  volunteers.  The 
Navy  and  the  Air  Force  do  not  expect  to 
participate  in  this  part  of  the  program. 

Under  the  UMT  bill  those  who  were 
compelled  to  participate  in  the  program 
took  their  training  and  returned  home 
without  any  enforced  obligation  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  additional  drills.  It  is  my 
judgment,  and  the  real  reason  I  opposed 
that  bill  is  that  because  of  its  very  nature 
it  would  have  placed  the  security  of  our 
country  in  a  paper  reserve. 

Under  the  measure  before  us  today, 
the  volunteers  who  enter  the  short  train¬ 
ing  period  also  agree  to  attend  drills  for 
T]/2  years.  Certainly  nothing  could  be 
more  in  the  American  tradition  than 
this^  type  of  voluntary  program.  It  is 
not '  universal  military  training.  The 
gentleman  from  Missouri  said  it  is  not 
a  universal  military  training  program, 
and  the  gentleman  would  recognize  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  no  matter  how 
it  was  colored  or  in  what  comer  it  might 
be  covered  up. 

Under  the  old  bill,  even  if  it  was  re¬ 
quired  to  attend  drills  the  armories 
throughout  the  country  were  inadequate 
both  in  numbers  and  in  equipment  to 
house  and  train  the  seven  or  eight  mil¬ 
lion  men  who  were  to  be  in  the  Reserve 
program. 

Under  the  new  measure,  the  number 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  program  will  be 
limited  to  2,900,000. 

I  think  it  is  especially  important  and 
necessary  to  note  in  our  discussion  to¬ 
day  that  in  the  last  4  years,  armories 
costing  approximately  a  quarter  of  a  bil¬ 
lion  dollars  have  been  built,  and  an 
authorization  in  an  equal  amount  has 
just  passed  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BATES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WIGGLESWORTH.  Is  it  not 
fair  to  say  that  if  this  bill  presently 
under  consideration  is  enacted  into  law, 
any  young  man  coming  into  military 
age  thereafter  faces  a  far  easier  picture 
than  he  faces  right  now  under  existing 
law? 

Mr.  BATES.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  question  about  it.  It  gives  the  young 
man  an  alternative.  It  is  easier  on  him. 
The  young  men  can  do  more  planning 
than  they  can  do  under  present  legisla¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BATES.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Will  the  gentleman 
not  agree  with  me  that  if  this  legisla¬ 
tion  is  not  enacted,  an  additional  drive 
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will  be  made  to  increase  the  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  armed  services  in  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Establishment  that  might  very  well 
meet  with  success? 

Mr.  BATES.  That  is  the  very  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  bill.  Here  today  we  must 
make  our  choice — either  maintaining  a 
large,  expensive  armed  force  where 
young  men  will  be  brought  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  and  sent  to  the  four  corners  of  the 
world,  which  will  be  more  expensive,  or, 
which  is  my  hope,  if  this  legislation 
passes,  that  we  can  have  a  smaller 
armed  force  in  being,  and  supplement  it 
by  a  strong  and  effective  Reserve. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BATES.  I  yield. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  tell  us  whether  this  is  in  any  way 
going  to  change  the  status  of  the  draft¬ 
ees,  that  is  the  men  who  are  drafted 
for  2  years?  My  understanding  is  that 
at  present  when  a  draftee  is  through 
serving  his  2  years,  he  goes  into  the 
Inactive  Reserves,  but  that  under  this 
legislation,  he  will  go  into  the  Active 
Reserve;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BATES.  That  is  correct  in  prac¬ 
tice.  I  will  be  glad  to  go  into  that  a 
little  more  thoroughly. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  not  agree  with  me  that  that  is  going 
to  make  quite  a  difference? 

Mr.  BATES.  Let  me  answer  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  a  little  more  specifically.  Un¬ 
der  present  legislation,  the  statement 
which  the  gentlewoman  makes  is  not 
technically  correct.  Today  they  still 
have  that  obligation  of  8  years  even 
though  it  is  not  enforced.  I  am  going 
to  cover  that  point  in  just  a  moment. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  BATES.  The  question  of  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  from  New  York  comes  at  just 
the  particular  time  that  I  was  going  to 
bring  it  out.  At  this  point  in  my  con¬ 
sideration,  the  problem  became  more 
weighty.  Has  not  an  individual  who  has 
completed  4  years  on  active  duty  done 
his  part  under  present  world  condi¬ 
tions?  Has  not  he  done  his  share?  The 
answer  seems  to  me  to  be  in  the  affirm¬ 
ative.  Yet,  I  want  to  establish  a  strong 
and  effective  Reserve,  and  how  can  we 
possibly  do  that  if  we  are  going  to  set 
aside  the  men  who  are  so  well  trained 
and  who  are  so  necessary  for  training 
and  for  leadership. 

We  must  ask  ourselves  this  question. 
Do  we  really  want  an  effective  Reserve? 
If  we  do,  then  the  unhappy  choice 
must  be  made.  I  certainly  regret  that 
the  draft  is  necessary,  but  support  that 
legislation  because  the  national  security 
demands  it. 

We  must  ask  ourselves  one  more  ques¬ 
tion.  If,  God  forbid,  war  breaks  out  in 
the  future  and  we  meditate  on  our  ac¬ 
tion  here  today,  is  there  one  of  us  who 
would  say  “I  am  glad  I  voted  against 
the  Reserve  bill?”  I  think  not.  None 
of  us  wants  to  have  our  country  under¬ 
manned  and  our  boys  improperly  trained 
or  recall  Korean  veterans  first.  We  do 
have  an  alternative — the  establishment 
of  a  large,  expensive  armed  force  in 
being.  The  choice  is  yours  to  make.  I 
will  support  this  legislation. 


Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  3  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 
I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  as  to  how  he  votes 
on  this  particular  measure.  I  am  going 
to  continue  to  respect  and  love  every¬ 
one  in  this  body.  I  do  want  to  say,  how¬ 
ever,  that  regardless  of  what  happens  to 
this  bill,  we  will  never  have  an  effective, 
potent  Reserve  until  the  men  in  the 
Pentagon  make  up  their  mind  that  they 
really  want  one.  The  volunteer  Reserve 
system  has  been  sadly  neglected.  Be¬ 
tween  the  end  of  World  War  H  and  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Korea,  we  spent 
almost  $1  billion  a  year  on  the  armed  Re¬ 
serves.  We  are  spending  today  $700 
million  a  year  on  the  armed  Reserves, 
but  with  the  exception  of  the  Navy  they 
amount  to  very  little.  Unless  the  men 
who  are  going  to  have  charge  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  do  far  better  in  the  future  than 
they  have  in  the  past,  God  pity  not 
only  the  Reserves  but  all  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people. 

In  1948,  when  General  Evans,  the  head 
of  the  Reserve  Officers’  Association,  ap¬ 
peared  before  our  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  I  said  to  him: 

My  contention,  General,  is  tliat  if  the 
Army  had  done  its  duty  and  supported  the 
guard  and  the  Reserves,  and  had  made  a 
sincere,  earnest,  and  determined  effort  to 
build  them  up,  we  would  not  have  this 
UMT  (at  that  time),  or  we  would  not  have 
the  present  bill  before  us  today. 

General  Evans.  I  agree  with  you  com¬ 
pletely. 

Representative  Short.  There  would  be  no 
need  for  a  draft,  UMT,  or  anything  else. 

General  Evans.  I  agree  with  you  entirely. 

Then  in  1951  when  A.  B.  McMullen, 
executive  director  of  the  Air  Reserve  As¬ 
sociation,  appeared  before  our  commit¬ 
tee  he  stated; 

Had  the  will-to-do  existed  in  the  Military 
Establishment  both  prior  to  and  subsequent 
to  June  25,  1950,  this  country  could  have  a 
strong,  well-organized,  well-trained  Reserve 
force  under  existing  laws. 

We  all  know  that  Congress  has  not 
been  stingy.  We  have  voted  not  only 
the  authority  but  also  the  funds  for  the 
military  to  build  up  a  highly  trained 
and  well-equipped  Reserve  force  in  this 
country. 

Then,  if  I  may  quote  from  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Daily  News  editorial  of  March 
29,  this  year: 

Let’s  face  it.  For  years,  the  Reserve  train¬ 
ing  program  has  been  a  joke  in  many  parts 
of  the  country. 

And  let’s  further  face  it. 

Those  long-faced  generals  who  have  been 
begging  Congress  for  bigger  Reserve  forces 
are  the  same  military  leaders  who,  in  the 
last  10  years,  have  made  a  mess  out  of  the 
Reserve  program  they  already  had. 

Three  years  ago,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
stated  that  rich  as  America  is  we  are  not 
wealthy  enough  to  afford  the  luxury  of 
UMT  and  the  Reserve  program  at  the 
same  time  we  had  the  draft  in  effect. 

I  want  to  quote  in  closing  from  a 
speech  made  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  then  General  Eisenhower, 
candidate,  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  September 
25,  1952: 

It  seems  clear  that  so  long  as  we  are 
forced  to  employ  the  draft,  because  of  ac¬ 


tual  combat  requirements,  we  cannot  at  the 
same  time  establish  any  form  of  training  for 
our  young  men.  To  attempt  this  would  cre¬ 
ate  more  difficulty  and  injustice  than  now 
exists. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of 
my  time  to  our  very  distinguished  and 
well-beloved  minority  leader,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin). 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

(Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
good  friend  from  Missouri  deplores  the 
past  failure  to  build  up  the  Reserves. 
I  agree  with  him.  But  might  I  say  we 
are  not  going  to  build  up  the  Reserves 
unless  we  pass  this  legislation  and  give 
encouragement  and  provide  the  means  to 
do  it. 

I  might  say  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  also  realizes  the  necessity 
of  building  up  the  Reserves.  Only  re¬ 
cently  I  heard  him  say  that  if  he  gets 
this  legislation,  which  is  dear  to  his 
heart,  he  will  make  certain  the  Pentagon 
goes  about  the  job  of  building  up  these 
Reserves,  because  they  are  essential  to 
our  country. 

This  legislation  before  us  is  a  vital 
part  of  the  Eisenhower  program  for 
peace;  it  is  the  price  we  must  pay  for 
liberty  and  security. 

Let  us  face  the  facts. 

Either  America  is  strong  or  it  is  weak. 
The  age  we  live  in,  the  weapons  which 
may  be  hurled  against  us,  leave  no 
middle  ground  upon  which  we  can  rest 
our  security  with  halfway  measures. 
We  must  be  one  or  the  other.  It  is  up  to 
us  to  choose,  today. 

I  am  not  an  advocate  of  all-out  milita¬ 
rism;  my  record  speaks  for  that.  No 
man  who  loves  this  country  as  I  do  could 
be.  I  do,  however,  support  with  all  my 
conviction  the  proposal  embodied  in  the 
military  Reserve  bill. 

As  simply  as  I  can,  let  me  say  that  we 
need  this  protection  as  a  nation. 

We  need  it  for  the  freedom  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  other  nations  as  well,  now  relying 
on  us  for  the  muscles  of  defense  in  an 
era  of  international  uncertainty. 

This  Congress,  this  administration — 
the  American  people — are  not  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  situation  as  it  exists  today. 
Communist  aggression  has  forced  upon 
us  a  real  appraisal  of  our  future. 

We  are  asking  that  the  youth  of  Amer¬ 
ica  bear  its  share  of  the  burden,  as  it 
always  has  in  the  past,  and  as  it  will  in 
the  years  ahead. 

Now,  however,  we  have  an  opportunity 
to  make  each  young  man’s  share  more 
equitable;  more  reasonable  and  at  the 
same  time  it  will  make  our  country  more 
secure. 

A  vast  standing  army  is  not  the  an¬ 
swer.  In  the  long  pull  ahead  our  econ¬ 
omy  could  not  stand  the  strain. 

The  answer  lies  in  a  trained  Reserve, 
trained  in  the  use  of  the  weapons  they 
may  be  called  upon  to  carry  in  the  com¬ 
mon  defense. 

The  question  has  been  asked  if  this 
National  Reserve  Plan  is  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  The  answer  is  that  it  is 
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not.  Nor  is  it  any  kind  of  a  subterfuge 
by  which  UMT  can  be  brought  in  under 
some  other  name  or  title. 

I  have  always  opposed  UMT  and  still 
do. 

The  Congress,  by  separate  legislative 
action,  would  have  to  adopt  entirely  new 
legislation  specifically  calling  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  to  bring  such  a 
system  into  being. 

UMT  is  a  permanent  military  pro¬ 
gram,  while  the  legislation  before  us  to¬ 
day  is  strictly  a  temporary  program  re¬ 
quiring  renewal  action  by  Congress  with¬ 
in  the  next  4  years.  We  need  the  legis¬ 
lation  to  insure  our  safety  in  a  trouble¬ 
some  period. 

UMT  would  induct  every  young  man 
when  he  reaches  the  age  of  18.  In  con¬ 
trast,  the  pending  legislation  is  not  uni¬ 
versal  because  it  imposes  a  ceiling  of 
250,000  in  the  6  months’  voluntary  pro¬ 
gram.  Every  boy  who  is  inducted  in 
this  classification  must  do  so  of  his  own 
accord.  No  one  is  forced  to  join. 

The  value  of  the  strong  Reserve  force 
is  that  in  modern  warfare  the  danger 
comes  from  overhead  attacks.  It  would 
be  extremely  protective  for  a  well- 
trained  Reserve  force  to  be  in  your  own 
neighborhood  if  there  should  be  an  un¬ 
expected  attack.  As  long  as  we  are 
faced  with  a  possible  attack  from  the 
Soviets,  we  dare  not  neglect  our  defenses. 
We  dare  not  risk  our  freedom. 

There  is  no  one  more  qualified  to  advo¬ 
cate  military  legislation  than  President 
Eisenhower.  He  says  the  Reserve  bill 
before  us  today  will  best  do  the  job  of 
keeping  us  strong  without  providing  for 
a  big  standing  army.  He  certainly 
should  know.  He  is  charged  with  the 
awful  responsibility  of  keeping  us  safe 
from  Soviet  aggression. 

No  one  wants  a  young  man’s  career 
interrupted  in  a  time  of  peace,  least  of 
all  the  youngster  himself.  But  the  choice 
is  not  our  own  or  his.  The  choice  rested 
in  the  hands  of  the  Communists  leaders, 
who  at  the  close  of  World  War  II  set 
forth  once  again  upon  the  road  of  con¬ 
quest  and  destruction. 

They  could  have  walked  with  us  down 
the  pathways  of  peace.  They  have  not 
done  so. 

The  threat  to  our  security  will  not  van¬ 
ish  overnight  if  we  approve  the  military 
reserve  bill.  It  will  not  vanish  overnight 
if  communism  suddenly  turns  on  the 
spigot  of  cooperation  and  seemingly 
peaceful  intent. 

The  threat  to  our  security  will  only 
disappear  when  we  are  stronger  than  we 
have  ever  been  in  the  history  of  this 
Nation.  For  we  are  faced  now  and  will 
be  in  the  foreseeable  future  with  the 
most  formidable  aggression-bent  dicta¬ 
torship  in  history,  one  with  tentacles 
reaching  into  many  nations. 

American  history  is  replete  with  in¬ 
stances  of  volunteers  rising  to  oppose  ex¬ 
ternal  threats  to  our  freedom.  So,  too, 
can  our  young  men  of  today  volunteer 
under  this  plan,  with  a  minimum  dis¬ 
location  in  their  careers  and  with  a  max¬ 
imum  of  individual  protection  at  their 
disposal  if  in  the  future  they  are  ever 
ordered  to  the  colors. 

In  recent  years  our  defenses  have  been 
modernized,  strengthened,  redesigned, 
and  reoriented  to  the  capabilities  and  in¬ 


tent  of  those  who  seek  to  harm  us.  All 
accept  our  military  reserve  program  as 
necessary  in  the  overall,  long-haul  plan¬ 
ning  as  the  strategy  and  tactics  of  an 
atomic  cannon  or  an  H-bomb  squadron. 

Communism  understands  and  fears 
strength.  It  uses  every  weapon  at  its 
disposal  short  of  war  to  halt  freemen 
from  becoming  strong.  We  need  only  re¬ 
call  recent  events  when  every  diplomatic, 
propaganda,  and  subversive  device 
known  to  Communist  aggressors  was 
tried  in  an  effort  to  halt  the  rearming 
of  Western  Germany  and,  even  earlier, 
the  formation  of  alliances  to  add  to  our 
strength.  Such  is  the  threat  we  face. 

Let  us  face  it  unburdened  with  the  lin¬ 
gering  thought  that  we  may  not  have 
done  enough  for  our  own  security.  Let 
us  face  it  in  the  traditional  American 
way — an  equality  of  duty  to  God  and 
country,  in  the  common  good  and  in  the 
heritage  of  a  free  people. 

Dare  we  take  chances  with  the  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  Nation?  Shall  we  vote  the 
military  Reserves  which  President  Eisen¬ 
hower,  the  General  Staff,  and  the  mili¬ 
tary  experts  say  are  necessary?  I  hope 
so. 

Let  me  tell  you  a  story  of  the  past. 
When  the  Eighth  Army  was  desperately 
seeking  to  fight  its  way  to  the  Korean 
coast,  there  was  only  one  division  avail¬ 
able  for  relief  in  this  country  and  this 
could  not  be  dispatched  for  the  fear  it 
would  be  needed  elsewhere.  More  than 
60  days  would  be  needed  before  another 
division  could  be  raised. 

What  a  deplorable  condition.  What 
a  tragic  situation.  We  must  never  let 
that  happen  again. 

I  do  not  believe  the  young  men  want 
this.  They  are  just  as  intensely  patri¬ 
otic  as  those  who  fought,  sacrificed,  and 
died  to  build  up  this  great  American 
dream.  I  do  not  believe  the  country 
wants  this  situation  either. 

A  strong  America,  strong  in  its  fighting 
forces  and  strong  in  its  Reserves,  is  the 
best  guaranty  of  peace. 

We  all  speak  boldly  out  of  our  defense 
from  communism  and  its  threat.  Let  us 
show  with  our  votes  that  we  believe  in 
putting  America  in  a  position  that  it  can 
successfully  resist  these  forces  which 
threaten  us.  Let  us  uphold  President 
Eisenhower  in  his  noble  efforts  to  stop 
the  onward  march  of  communism.  Let 
us  keep  America  strong  and  free. 

The  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  will  soon  en¬ 
ter  a  big  power  conference  from  which 
we  hope  the  peace  of  the  world  will  be 
solidified.  The  free  world,  as  opposed 
to  the  Communist  orbit,  is  today  in  the 
strongest  position  it  has  enjoyed  in  many 
years.  In  Europe,  we  have  recently 
achieved  outstanding  diplomatic  tri¬ 
umphs.  West  Germany  has  taken  its 
place  in  NATO.  Austria  has  been  freed. 
We  shall  be  negotiating  from  strength; 
communism  from  the  weakness  of  its 
position. 

Let  us  not  now  weaken  the  hands  of 
our  leaders,  who  are  working  for  peace, 
by  defeating  this  bill.  Make  no  mistake 
about  it — we  will  be  weakening  our  posi¬ 
tion  if  we  do  defeat  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  have  said,  we  will 
shortly  have  a  meeting  of  the  Big  Four. 
Are  we  going  to  send  our  representatives 
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to  this  great  confidence  with  the  vote 
of  an  American  Congress  to  the  effect 
they  will  not  support  adequate  reserves? 
I  hope  not,  and  I  do  not  think  so.  These 
men  should  go  to  that  conference  and 
talk  from  strength,  a  strong  America,  a 
mighty  America,  a  country  which  fears 
no  nation  on  earth.  If  we  do  that,  there 
will  be  no  war.  A  free  America  must 
be  a  strong  America.  Only  the  strong 
can  be  free,  and  we  must  keep  strong. 
We  submit  this  legislation  at  the  request 
of  President  Eisenhowei',  the  General 
Staff,  and  all  those  who  are  charged  with 
our  national  defense.  As  Members  of 
this  House,  we  can  have  the  satisfaction, 
by  supporting  this  bill,  of  contributing  to 
the  safety  of  America.  My  friends,  we 
have  a  great  choice  today,  and  I  beg  of 
you  to  make  that  choice  for  America.  I 
beg  of  you  to  make  that  choice  for  those 
whom  you  have  entrusted  with  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  guiding  this  country.  If 
we  do,  we  need  not  fear  the  future.  We 
shall  go  forward  and  meet  the  great 
challenges  that  have  been  given  to  the 
people  of  America  and  lead  this  free 
world  along  the  pathway  of  peace  to 
finer  and  better  days. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  you,  my  friends, 
to  support  this  legislation. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack]. 

(Mr.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  very  glad  to  follow  my  friend,  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Martin]  ,  who  is  the  leader  of  the  Repub¬ 
lican  Party,  in  the  remarks  that  I  am 
about  to  make.  I  am  not  going  to  under¬ 
take  any  oratorical  journey,  if  I  were 
capable  of  such  a  journey,  but  I  am 
going  to  speak  to  my  colleagues  from 
the  heart,  as  I  feel  about  the  present 
situation  and  the  present  bill  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  world  situation  warrants. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  mind  goes  back  to 
3  months  before  Pearl  Harbor,  when  I 
was  down  here  in  the  well  pleading  for 
the  passage  of  a  bill  calling  for  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
which  passed  this  House  by  a  vote  of 
202  to  201. 

Three  months  later  Pearl  Harbor  hap¬ 
pened.  I  have  often  thought  what  would 
have  been  on  the  conscience  of  those 
who  voted  against  that  bill  if  it  had  been 
defeated,  instead  of  having  been  passed 
by  one  vote. 

I  remember  the  talks  I  had  with  the 
late  immortal  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  on 
many  occasions  in  connection  with  the 
passage  of  that  bill;  how  important  it 
was  to  our  country.  So  I  hope  we  will 
not  have  another  such  exhibition  today. 

Only  a  few  weeks  ago,  in  Bandung,  a 
conference  took  place.  What  amazed 
me  was  the  fact  that  representatives  of 
small  countries  gathered  there — Mr. 
Romulo  from  the  Philippines,  and  others 
from  other  small  countries — who  chal¬ 
lenged  the  big  boss  from  Red  China  right 
to  his  face.  When  I  read  about  that, 
through  my  mind  went  the  history  of 
countless  of  generations  of  men  and 
women  who  wanted  to  be  free  under  God 
and  under  law;  their  feelings  crystallized 
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by  the  famous  saying  of  Patrick  Henry, 
‘‘Give  me  liberty  or  give  me  death,”  and 
famous  sayings  of  other  men  in  the  past 
who  were  fighting  for  liberty  under  God 
and  under  law. 

Through  my  mind  runs  the  memory 
of  great  speeches  made  in  this  Chamber 
in  the  past  by  men,  human  beings,  sub¬ 
ject  to  hopes,  subject  to  influences,  who 
lifted  themselves  above  those  things 
where  the  national  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try  was  involved.  In  the  national  inter¬ 
est  of  our  country  there  is  no  middle 
aisle.  There  is  no  Republican  or  Demo¬ 
crat  or  Independent.  We  are  all  Amer¬ 
icans. 

There  are  a  few  other  views  I  want  to 
express.  Is  there  any  evidence  that  the 
Soviet  Union  has  changed  it’s  intent  of 
world  revolution  and  world  domination? 
No.  Despite  the  soft  talk  that  is  going 
on,  is  there  anyone  here  who  is  deceived, 
who  does  not  believe  that  it  is  based 
purely  upon  expediency?  Is  there  any¬ 
one  who  feels  that  they  have  changed 
their  original  intent  of  world  revolution 
and  world  domination?  Remember, 
when  we  are  dealing  with  the  Commu¬ 
nists  and  their  leaders,  we  are  dealing 
with  persons  who  are  possessed  of  the 
minds  of  world  killers. 

Let  us  remember  that  we  are  subject 
to  the  law  of  self-preservation,  and  they 
are  subject  to  it.  Remember,  we  can¬ 
not  deal  with  them  on  a  spiritual  plane, 
because  they  deny  God  and  they  are 
fighting  Him,  and  they  are  fighting  all 
of  those  of  us  on  earth  who  believe  in 
Him  and  His  word,  and  who  apply  it  to 
our  everyday  life. 

We  cannot  deal  with  them  on  an 
idealistic  level,  because  they  have  no 
ideals.  But  there  is  one  level  on  which 
we  can  deal  with  them,  and  that  is  on 
the  level  of  the  law  of  self-preservation; 
because  even  the  Communists  cannot 
deny  that  the  law  of  self-preservation 
applies  to  them  and  their  country  as  it 
does  to  you  and  to  me  and  our  country, 
and  to  the  other  peoples  and  their  coun¬ 
tries. 

It  is  only  under  a  policy  of  strength 
that  those  who  represent  our  country 
and  the  other  free  countries  of  the  world 
can  negotiate  with  those  who  represent 
the  Soviet  Union  and  the  dominated 
countries;  not  the  peoples,  but  those  in 
control  of  those  dominated  countries. 

Another  observation:  The  most  dan¬ 
gerous  period  in  a  democracy  is  when 
danger  is  imminent.  Danger  is  certain¬ 
ly  imminent  today.  No  one  can  deny 
that.  That  is  when  we  have  got  to  have 
fortitude.  Under  peaceful  conditions, 
corruption  and  crime  may  come,  bad  as 
they  are,  but  the  people  can  take  care 
of  that  at  the  ballot  box.  Under  peace¬ 
ful  conditions  we  can  blunder  along  and 
struggle  through.  But  not  when  danger 
is  imminent.  When  war  is  on  we  have 
got  to  back  our  Government.  We  have 
to  win.  The  law  of  self-preservation 
compels  it,  if  nothing  else. 

But  there  is  that  period  in  between 
peace  and  actual  war  when  danger  is 
imminent  that  is  the  most  dangerous 
period  in  a  democracy,  because  public 
opinion  operates  violently  and  often¬ 
times  erroneously. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  am  going  to  err,  in 
any  vote  that  I  cast  in  this  crisis,  I  am 


going  to  err  on  the  side  of  strength  rather 
than  on  the  side  of  weakness.  I  know  if 
there  is  another  sneak  attack  we  are  not 
going  to  make  it.  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  whether  we  should  or  not,  but  the 
democracies  do  not  make  such  an  at¬ 
tack.  We  know  if  there  is  such  an  at¬ 
tack  it  will  come  from  the  potential 
enemy  we  know  exists. 

A  great  man  in  New  York,  Cardinal 
Spellman,  said  in  an  address  before  the 
American  Legion  a  year  or  so  ago,  and 
I  am  going  to  engage  in  a  little  plagiar¬ 
ism  of  what  he  said,  because  I  think  he 
made  one  of  the  most  pointed  observa¬ 
tions  I  have  read.  It  is  that  it  is  far 
better  in  the  world  of  today — and  I  am 
interpreting  what  he  said  and  using  some 
of  his  words — it  is  far  better  to  have  too 
much  military  strength  and  not  need  it 
than  to  have  too  little  military  strength 
and  need  it. 

This  bill  is  not  strong  enough  for  me 
but  I  am  supporting  it  because  it  rep¬ 
resents  the  best  that  could  come  out  of 
the  committee.  It  represents  compro¬ 
mises,  which  are  healthy  in  a  democracy, 
and  I  recognize  that  fact.  But  from  my 
own  individual  angle  it  is  not  strong 
enough  for  me. 

This  bill  is  the  best  that  could  come 
out  of  the  committee.  It  is  a  fair  bill. 
It  is  a  bill  that  distributes  equitably  the 
sacrifices  in  the  interest  of  our  country. 
Certainly  the  present  system  is  inequi¬ 
table,  under  which  a  man  is  drafted  or 
served  in  Korea  or  World  War  II  and 
then  put  into  the  Reserve.  This  bill  is 
an  equitable  one.  There  is  no  compul¬ 
sion  involved.  Probably  indirectly  there 
is  some,  but  you  have  to  have  some,  to 
some  extent,  in  order  to  have  a  ready 
reserve  that  will  be  trained  and  capable 
of  use  if  necessary. 

Mr.  Chairman,  each  and  every  one  of 
us  is  charged  directly  with  responsibil¬ 
ity.  We  are  elected  as  the  Represent¬ 
atives  of  the  people  of  our  districts,  and 
we  represent  our  districts,  our  States, 
and  our  Nation.  We  are  charged  with 
a  grave  responsibility.  I  recognize  the 
thoughts  that  run  through  your  mind 
because  they  run  through  my  mind. 

I  submit  that  we  should  lift  ourselves 
above  the  human  emotions,  the  human 
thoughts,  and  consider  the  world  situa¬ 
tion,  its  impact,  what  it  means,  whether 
or  not  the  leaders  of  the  Kremlin  are 
sincere,  and  you  know  they  are  not. 
They  are  only  engaging  in  a  form  of 
cooing  and  loving  because  expediency 
dictates  it.  We  cannot  eliminate  that 
thought  and  suspicion  from  our  minds, 
having  in  mind  the  world  situation  and 
their  desire  for  world  revolution  and 
world  domination. 

It  seems  to  me  clear  that  each  and 
every  one  of  us,  living  up  to  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  and  following  the  great  her¬ 
itage  we  have  in  this  body  from  those 
who  served  in  it  in  the  past,  should 
with  courage  vote  for  this  bill,  because 
it  represents  strength  in  the  world  of 
today,  when  we  and  other  free  peoples 
and  free  countries  certainly  need 
strength. 

I  hope  my  colleagues  will  recognize 
the  paramount  problem  in  the  situation 
that  confronts  us,  steel  our  minds  against 
the  human  emotions,  and  simply  steel 


our  minds  in  one  direction,  what  in  the 
light  of  the  conditions  today  is  for  the 
national  interest  of  our  country. 

Mr.  CHELF.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CHELF.  May  I  say  to  my  col¬ 
league  that  whenever  I  am  in  doubt 
on  a  bill  of  this  kind  that  has  to  do 
with  our  national  defense,  if  perchance 
my  memory  gets  hazy  or  my  thinking 
becomes  unrealistic  or  unsound  then  I 
refer  to  a  news  clipping  that  I  always 
carry  in  my  pocket  right  here  in  my 
wallet,  and  which  I  want  to  read  to  you. 
It  is  a  quotation  from  Lenin,  the  so- 
called  Russian  bible.  Yes,  if  ever  I  have 
any  doubts  about  the  tune  they  are  play¬ 
ing  in  Moscow — and  just  what  they 
really  intend  to  do,  this  never  fails  to 
clear  the  air  and  my  thinking.  Lenin 
says: 

We  are  living  not  merely  in  a  state,  but 
in  a  sytem  of  states;  and  it  is  inconceivable 
that  the  Soviet  Republic  should  continue  for 
a  long  period  side  by  side  with  imperialist 
states.  Ultimately  one  or  the  other  must 
conquer.  *  *  *  Meanwhile,  a  number  of  ter¬ 
rible  clashes  between  the  Soviet  Republic 
and  the  bourgoise  (democratic)  states  is  in¬ 
evitable. 

That  is  a  blueprint  of  their  plans  and 
their  dreams  of  world  conquest.  In  order 
to  stop  them  from  taking  over  the  free 
world  and  ourselves  we  must  remain 
strong.  This  bill  is  not  perfect  but  I 
feel  it  a  duty  to  my  country  to  sup¬ 
port  it. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman  is 
correct ;  and  they  will  never  change. 
They  might,  for  reasons  of  expedience, 
do  this  or  that.  But  only  the  other  day, 
I  asked  Secretary  of  State  Dulles  if  he 
has  any  evidence  of  any  change  on  the 
part  of  the  Soviet  leaders  as  to  their  in¬ 
tent  for  world  revolution  and  world 
domination.  He  said,  “No.” 

Mi-.  Chairman,  let  us  rise  to  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  which  is  ours.  Let  us  pass 
this  bill  today. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  the  balance  of  the 
time  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  VinsonI. 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is 
little  I  can  say  after  you  have  just  lis¬ 
tened  to  two  very  strong  and  forceful 
statements  by  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  the  minority  leader,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack],  the  majority  leader.  I  want 
to  publicly  commend  them  for  the  for-' 
cible  manner  in  which  they  have  made 
the  issue  clear  and  the  unanswerable 
argument  that  they  have  set  forth  as  to 
why  this  bill  should  be  enacted  into  law. 
I  want  to  say,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin]  said,  this  is 
one  of  the  most  important  bills  this  ad¬ 
ministration  is  going  to  send  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  during  this  year.  We  just  cannot 
afford  to  have  this  bill  recommitted  or 
to  have  his  bill  defeated. 

Now  what  is  the  objective  of  this  bill? 

I  might  say  whenever  we  enact  any  law. 
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we  have  an  objective,  otherwise  we  would 
not  seek  to  write  it  on  the  statute  books. 
The  objective  of  this  bill,  and  it  is  inter¬ 
woven  with  other  laws,  is  to  have  within 
the  next  4  years  2,900,000  Ready  Reserv¬ 
ists.  We  have  extended  the  draft  law 
for  a  period  of  4  years.  I  want  you  to 
bear  in  mind  how  this  dovetails  with  that 
law.  This  bill  is  for  a  period  of  4  years. 
It  is  the  hope  of  this  administration  that 
in  the  next  4  years,  by  bringing  in  the 
new  class  of  Reservists  referred  to,  we 
can  have  2,900,000  Ready  Reservists 
when  the  draft  law  expires.  Of  course, 
we  all  recognize  the  fact  that  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  necessary  in  wartime  to  have  a 
draft,  but  no  one  wants  a  draft  in  peace¬ 
time.  How  are  you  going  to  get  rid  of 
the  draft?  There  is  only  one  way  in  the 
world  to  get  rid  of  the  draft,  and  that  is 
to  have  somebody  to  take  the  place  of 
the  draftee.  Who  is  going  to  take  the 
place?  There  is  nobody  to  take  the 
place,  no  one  to  take  the  place  unless 
you  have  Reservists.  That  is  one  of  the 
objectives  of  this  bill — to  have  a  Reserve 
force  built  up  within  a  4 -year  period  so 
that  when  the  draft  expires  there  will 
not  be  as  compelling  a  reason  to  main¬ 
tain  the  draft  as  there  would  be  if  you 
do  not  have  a  Reserve. 

What  is  another  objective  of  this  bill? 
We  all  know  it  is  against  the  policy  of 
this  Government  from  time  immemorial 
to  have  large  standing  armies  in  peace¬ 
time.  We  do  not  want  to  see  the  day 
ever  come  in  this  great  Republic  when 
we  will  be  beggars  at  barracks’  doors.  It 
costs  something  to  maintain  an  Army. 
It  costs  $5,000  a  year  to  keep  a  man  on 
active  duty,  and  a  few  days  ago  we  passed 
an  appropriation  bill  providing  at  the 
end  of  fiscal  year  1956  1,027,000  men  in 
the  active  forces. 

In  normal  times  and  in  peace  times 
that  is  a  large  number  of  men  under 
arms  in  America,  perhaps  the  largest 
number  ever  in  the  history  of  the  Nation 
in  peacetime. 

What  is  another  objective  of  this  bill? 
One  of  the  objectives  of  this  bill  is  that 
it  will  not  be  necessary,  when  you  have 
a  virile,  large  Reserve  of  2,900,000  men, 
to  keep  as  large  a  standing  force  as  you 
have  today.  What  would  be  the  effect  of 
that?  All  you  have  to  do  is  just  follow 
out  the  plans  that  are  running  through 
the  mind  of  this  administration.  What 
is  the  effect  of  that? 

You  save  $4,000  on  every  man.  The 
result  would  be  a  reduction  of  the  enor¬ 
mous  expenditure  for  national  defense 
which  today  costs  65  cents  of  every  dollar 
spent  by  the  Government.  In  other 
words,  you  begin  to  go  down  the  high¬ 
way  toward  a  balanced  budget. 

It  is  my  hope,  if  you  pass  this  bill  to¬ 
day  and  it  is  not  emasculated  by  amend¬ 
ments,  that  it  will  enable  this  adminis¬ 
tration  to  embark  on  a  sound  program,  a 
program  which  will  put  them  in  position 
where  they  might  not  have  to  come  back 
here  for  an  extension  of  the  draft  unless 
conditions  are  abnormal. 

It  will  place  them  in  position  where 
they  will  have  a  sufficient  Reserve  so 
they  can  reduce  the  strength  of  the 
standing  Army. 

It  will  place  them  in  a  position  where 
they  can  effect  a  great  savings  in  the 


appropriations  for  the  Department  of 
national  Defense. 

Is  not  that  worth  while?  It  cannot 
happen,  of  course,  if  you  do  not  have  a 
Reserve.  If  you  do  not  have  a  Reserve 
as  provided  for  in  this  bill,  what  do  you 
do?  You  must  continue  to  extend  the 
draft,  you  must  continually  maintain  a 
large  standing  army,  because  we  are  all 
committed  to  the  proposition  that  we  are 
going  to  remain  strong,  just  as  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader  pointed  out. 
We  learned  our  lesson  from  experience, 
the  lesson  of  what  it  means  to  be  weak; 
we  are  not  going  to  get  weak  again. 

We  have  an  alternative  method  here 
today.  We  can  stay  strong;  we  can  stay 
strong  through  a  proper  Reserve. 

If  you  do  not  permit  us  to  maintain  a 
Reserve  to  remain  strong,  we  are  forced 
to  do  but  one  other  thing:  Keep  a  large 
standing  force  that  is  costing  $5,000  a 
year  per  man,  and  keep  the  draft  law  on 
the  statute  books. 

As  I  have  told  you,  it  costs  only  $1,000 
a  year  for  a  reservist.  In  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  we  passed  the  other  day  was  an 
item  of  $700  million  for  reservists.  We 
have  700,000  men  in  the  Reserve  Force. 
On  the  other  hand,  to  keep  a  man  in  the 
regular  service  under  arms  all  the  time 
costs  $5,000  a  year. 

A  great  deal  was  said  by  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri,  in  regard  to  opening  up  this 
new  program. 

What  does  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Short]  propose  to  you?  He 
says  he  is  opposed  to  this  bill. 

Whenever  I  present  an  indictment  I 
feel  it  is  incumbent  upon  me  to  also 
present  a  remedy.  Even  my  friend  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden],  who  I 
think  is  just  as  wrong  in  his  proposed 
amendment  as  he  possibly  can  be,  recog¬ 
nizes  the  fact  that  when  he  is  criticizing 
a  bill  he  must  offer  some  alternative. 
The  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short],  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Curtis],  and  my  good  friend  from 
California  [Mr.  Roosevelt],  and  a  few 
others,  all  in  opposition  to  this  measure, 
do  not  propose  anything.  What  do  they 
propose  as  an  alternative?  Not  a  thing. 

Let  us  see  what  happens  if  you  would 
follow  their  line  of  logic.  Who  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  service  in  the  Reserves  today? 
It  is  the  boy  who  served  in  World  War 
II  and  it  is  the  boy  who  served  on  the 
bleak  hills  out  in  Korea.  They  are  your 
reservists.  There  are  some  700,000  of 
them  scattered  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  Nation.  They  have 
by  your  very  vote  an  obligation  of  a  total 
military  service  of  8  years.  If  you  do 
not  pass  this  bill,  if  you  follow  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short],  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Curtis], 
and  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Roosevelt],  and  their  position,  who 
would  you  call  in  case  of  a  national 
emergency?  You  would  call,  first,  those 
boys  who  have  already  fought  2  or  3 
years  on  the  field  of  battle  and  who  still 
have  a  statutory  obligation  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.  Let  us  be  fair.  Is  that  the 
proper  thing  to  do? 

What  do  we  propose  here?  We  pro¬ 
pose  to  put  in  a  new  class  who  have  never 
faced  combat,  and  that  is  all  the  bill 
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does.  We  say  that  we  want  a  new  class. 
Today’s  Ready  reservists  are  the  same 
boys  who  have  been  shot  at  before  and 
they  have  served  their  country  bravely 
and  heroically. 

It  is  the  law  that  we  voted  here  im¬ 
posing  a  Reserve  obligation  for  8  years. 
And,  if  the  boys  should  be  called  tomor¬ 
row  in  a  national  emergency,  who  would 
respond?  It  would  be  the  boy  who 
served  in  Korea  and  it  would  be  the  boy 
who  served  in  World  War  II,  because 
that  is  your  Reserve.  Now,  I  say,  do  not 
call  those  boys  any  more  until  at  least 
we  get  a  new  class  in  here. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  knows,  he  has  no  closer 
friend  than  I,  but  there  is  one  matter 
that  I  would  like  to  clear  up,  while  there 
are  present  here  Members  who  heard 
the  statement  read  just  a  little  while 
ago.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  statement  made  in  the  cam¬ 
paign  in  1952  by  the  then  candidate, 
General  Eisenhower.  In  that  campaign 
Mr.  Eisenhower  referred  to  the  fact  that 
with  the  selective  service  going  as  it  was 
then  going,  why,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
integrate  a  universal  military  training 
program.  Now,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  I  am  sure,  understands  what 
he  meant  by  that. 

But,  let  us  get  at  the  real  facts.  At 
that  time  the  shooting  was  on  in  Korea. 
We  were  drafting  50,000  to  60,000  men 
a  month,  almost  all  the  available  men. 
Now,  what  is  the  situation  today?  The 
draft  is  down  to  10,000  a  month.  So, 
all  we  are  trying  to  do — and  I  am  glad 
the  gentleman  pointed  it  out — is  to  inte¬ 
grate  a  volunteer  Reserve  program  in 
which  men  will  discharge  their  obliga¬ 
tion  to  their  country  along  with  a  selec¬ 
tive-service  program  that  we  still  have 
to  have  because  of  the  size  of  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Establishment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  statement  con¬ 
veyed  to  my  mind  that  the  President 
would  have  to  use  the  draft  as  long  as 
he  did  not  have  a  Reserve,  and  if  there 
was  a  large  Reserve  force,  it  might  not 
be  necessary  except  in  case  of  war  to 
maintain  a  draft. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  know  that  many  of 
us  have  argued — and  I  think  with  great 
force — that  as  long  as  you  have  a  selec¬ 
tive-service  system  and  a  state  of  war 
exists,  and  under  that  selective-service 
system,  subject  to  necessary  deferments 
which  we  provided,  you  are  taking  sub¬ 
stantially  every  able-bodied  young  man. 
Then  to  give  a  man  an  opportunity  to 
go  into  the  Reserve  for  limited  training 
and  service  would  be  discrimination 
against  the  man  who  had  to  serve  for 
the  longer  period.  But,  again  I  want  to 
point  out  that  the  shooting  has  stopped 
in  Korea  and  we  are  in  a  transition  from 
war  to  peace,  and  that  is  what  we  are 
dealing  with  now. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
course,  I  do  not  want  to  hurt  anyone’s 
feelings,  and  under  no  conditions  would 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


I  hurt  the  feelings  of  my  distinguished 
colleague,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 
But,  the  sum  and  substance  of  what 
would  happen  if  you  continue  the  pres¬ 
ent  policy  under  existing  law  is  simply 
that  you  must  continue  to  call  back  to 
active  duty  those  that  have  already 
served.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that  is  fair. 
I  do  not  think  any  additional  obligation 
should  be  put  upon  them  until  we  have  a 
new  class,  and  this  bill  is  merely  trying 
to  bring  in  a  new  class  under  the  6- 
month  provision.  Now,  if  you  do  not  do 
that,  the  result  of  your  failure  to  do  it, 
is  to  continue  to  call  back,  in  case  of 
national  emergency,  those  that  have  al¬ 
ready  served  their  country  in  time  of 
war. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  That  is 
the  very  thing  that  every  one  of  our  sub¬ 
committee  insisted  that  those  men  be 
taken  out  of  the  bill.  We  are  not  going 
to  have  anybody  in  this  program  who 
received  an  honorable  discharge  in  an¬ 
other  war,  unless  he  volunteers  to  serve 
in  a  Reserve  unit. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chaii-man,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Would  that  go  for  volun¬ 
teers  in  the  Reserve  as  well  as  those  who 
were  in  the  Reserve  by  compulsion? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want  to 
say  this,  that  this  bill  carries  out  the 
recommendations  that  we  made  in  com¬ 
mittee,  and  in  that  we  sharply  criticized 
the  military  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  called  back  those  men  with 
prior  combat  service. 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  all  know  that  no¬ 
body  can  be  called  except  the  man  who 
has  previously  served.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that  in  the  minds  of  any  single 
man  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  He  is 
the  only  reservist  we  have.  Then  if  we 
have  an  emergency,  we  do  not  have  any¬ 
one  except  him  to  call.  Whom  do  you 
call?  You  call  the  fellow  who  served  in 
World  War  II  and  you  call  the  fellow  who 
served  in  Korea. 

We  are  trying  to  offer  this  opportunity 
to  the  Congress  so  that  ultimately,  when 
we  have  a  proper  Reserve  force,  we  can 
reduce  our  large  standing  forces  and 
may  be  able  to  do  away  with  the  draft. 
This,  in  turn,  will  lessen  the  expendi¬ 
tures  for  the  support  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  by  the  difference  between  $5,000  per 
capita  and  $1,000  per  capita. 

Also,  as  was  pointed  out  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck],  we 
want  to  bring  in  a  new  class  and  not  put 
this  Ready  Reserve  obligation  entirely 
upon  the  soldiers  of  that  brave  and  pa¬ 
triotic  group  who  served  in  World  War  H 
and  in  Korea. 

I  certainly  trust  that  after  the  Mem¬ 
bers  have  had  an  opportunity  to  think 
about  this,  and  after  having  listened  to 


all  the  statements  that  have  been  made, 
the  House  will  support  this  program,  will 
back  up  this  administration  in  its  desire 
to  create  a  strong,  woi'thwhile  Reserve 
force. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  ex¬ 
pired,  and  the  Clerk  will  read  the  bill  for 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  this  act  may  be 
cited  as  the  “National  Reserve  Plan.’’ 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Illinois  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  proceed  for  5 
additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  although  I  am  a  newcomer  to  this 
honorable  House  and  cannot  hope  to 
have  the  deep  wisdom  that  comes  of  long 
years  in  its  service,  I  do  hope  that  you 
Members  will  consider  the  material  I 
am  going  to  present. 

I  believe  this  bill  is  probably  the  most 
important  and  the  most  controversial 
bill  that  we  will  vote  upon  in  this  ses¬ 
sion.  I  also  believe,  with  all  of  my  heart, 
that  in  matters  of  national  defense  there 
is  no  half-and-half  sentiment  in  the 
American  people.  They  want  an  ade¬ 
quate  national  defense — period.  The 
question  is:  What  defense  is  adequate? 
I  know  the  depth  of  sincerity  of  the 
Members,  and  I,  for  one,  will  never  ques¬ 
tion  the  sincerity  of  any  Member  who 
may  vote  against  this  bill. 

For  my  part,  I  shall  vote  for  it. 

I  come  from  Chicago,  the  Nation’s 
second  largest  city,  and  the  first  city  on 
the  airline  over  the  Polar  Cap. 

If  there  were  to  be  an  atomic  attack 
on  the  United  States,  Chicago  is  in  the 
forefront  of  the  air  route.  Take  my  own 
congressional  district,  for  example — 
Chicago’s  great  Midway  Airport  is  lo¬ 
cated  there.  So  is  the  Ford  Aircraft  En¬ 
gine  Plant.  All  of  the  arterial  railroads 
to  the  great  Midwest  and  West  pass 
through  or  at  the  edge  of  my  district. 
Adjacent  of  my  district  are  the  great 
steel  plants  which  comprise  one  of  the 
largest  manufacturing  areas  in  the 
world;  the  great  University  of  Chicago; 
the  Argonne  atomic  laboratories. 

An  atomic  attack  on  Chicago  would 
not  only  constitute  an  attack  upon  our 
second  largest  city,  it  would  be  a  blow 
to  destroy  one  of  our  greatest  manufac¬ 
turing  centers  and  to  sever  the  great  East 
and  West  by  knocking  out  the  vital  lines 
of  communication,  all  of  which  for  the 
most  part  pass  through  Chicago. 

With  this  thought  in  mind,  I  have 
asked  the  Nation’s  top  atomic  scientists, 
one  of  our  greatest  military  generals,  and 
civilian  atomic  authorities  for  their  opin¬ 
ion  on  this  bill — persons  whose  opinions 
on  this  most  important  legislation  I  feel 
would  be  entirely  objective. 

Their  answers — well-reasoned,  deeply 
sincere — would  produce  the  most  prayer¬ 
ful  thought  in  even  a  person  given  to 
frivolity.  Their  answers  have  opened 
up  areas  of  thought  that  will,  I  am  sure, 
occupy  the  Members,  and  certainly  will 
keep  me  thinking  harder  and  harder  for 
years  to  come. 

To  great  men  such  as  General  Brad¬ 
ley  and  former  Atomic  Energy  Chair¬ 
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man  Gordon  Dean,  and  others  whom  I 
shall  mention,  I  directed  four  very 
fundamental  questions: 

First.  Does  the  developing  of  atomic 
science  make  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  imperative  or  not? 

Second.  Would  universal  military 
training  be  of  benefit  in  meeting  an 
atomic  attack? 

Third.  Does  atomic  hydrogen  develop¬ 
ment,  in  your  opinion,  lend  any  addi¬ 
tional  substance  to  arguments  made  for 
universal  military  training?  and 

Fourth.  How  would  universal  military 
training  help  in  meeting  atomic  attack, 
if,  in  your  opinion,  it  would  help? 

I  do  not  regard  the  present  bill  as 
universal  military  training;  I  think  it 
is  the  best  possible  substitute  for  UMT, 
and  I  congratulate  the  committee  for  its 
excellent  work  on  this  bill. 

Before  making  up  my  mind  on  this 
bill,  I  sought  the  opinions  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  men:  Gen.  Omar  Bradley;  Dr.  Van- 
nevar  Bush,  who  was  our  wartime  chief 
of  scientific  research  and  development, 
a  world-renowned  scientist;  Hon.  Gordon 
Dean,  former  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  when  the  H-bomb 
was  perfected  and  tested;  Dr.  Harold 
Urey,  Nobel  prize  winner  and  atomic  sci¬ 
entist,  University  of  Chicago ;  Dr.  Ralph 
E.  Lapp,  atomic  scientist,  now  associated 
with  the  Nuclear  Science  Service;  and 
Hon.  William  W.  Waymack,  of  Iowa,  one 
of  our  first  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sioners. 

I  believe  that,  through  these  men,  one 
would  obtain  the  wisest  military  and 
civilian  judgments. 

General  Bradley,  certainly  one  of  our 
most  brilliant  and  distinguished  military 
leaders,  replied  to  my  inquiries  as  follows: 

Referring  to  your  telegram  of  May  11,  an¬ 
swer  to  question  No.  1:  In  my  opinion,  the 
development  of  atomic  weapons  together  with 
the  steadily  improving  methods  of  deliver¬ 
ing  them  makes  universal  military  training 
even  more  desirable.  Question  No.  2:  An 
atomic  or  hydrogen  attack  on  our  cities  will 
wreak  destruction  and  disorder  creating  an 
emergency  demand  for  trained  and  informed 
people  best  filled  by  those  possessing  mili¬ 
tary  training. 

Omar  Bradley. 

Dr.  Bush  stated  that  we  also  need  suffi¬ 
cient  men  in  uniform,  but  he  was  fore¬ 
most  in  emphasizing  the  need,  regardless 
of  any  military  manpower  policy,  of 
training  a  sufficient  number  of  atomic 
scientists,  physicists,  chemists,  and 
others  among  our  young  college  students 
each  year.  Knowing  the  enormous  prob¬ 
lems  of  maintaining  an  adequate  and 
growing  scientific  personnel,  and  under¬ 
standing  perhaps  better  than  any  other 
one  man,  the  importance  of  trained  sci¬ 
entists  to  a  defense  program.  Dr.  Bush 
understandably  puts  the  major  emphasis 
on  science. 

But,  please  note  this:  He  does  not 
minimize  the  need  for  trained  manpower 
in  uniform. 

Here  is  his  opinion: 

The  difficulty  in  answering  your  question 
lies  in  the  definition  of  universal  military 
training.  If  I  assume  this  to  mean  putting 
every  boy  through  standard  training,  thus 
cramping  the  progress  of  scientific  research 
in  this  country,  I  would  answer  that  neither 
atomic  matters  nor  any  other  matters  render 
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of  conscription  must  give  way  to  the 
hard  realities  of  the  world  in  which  we 
live.  Mr.  Waymack  stated: 

I  have  not  been  immersed  in  these  things 
for  several  years,  do  not  pose  as  an  authority, 
and  can  only  give  as  requested  my  honest 
opinions  as  of  now:  First,  I  am  convinced 
that  all  the  complex  new  weaponry,  which 
represents  an  accelerating  and  irreversible 
trend,  makes  more  highly  trained  military 
manpower  essential.  Developments  of 
atomic  science  are,  of  course,  a  major  part 
of  this.  I  have  been  forced  rather  painfully 
to  the  judgment  that  some  form  of  universal 
training  is  the  surest  and  fairest  method. 

Second.  The  degree  to  which  DMT  would 
be  of  benefit  in  meeting  an  atomic  attack  de¬ 
pends  on  the  nature,  the  place,  and  other 
conditions.  In  theory,  though  heaven  only 
knows  whether  we  can  achieve  it  in  practice, 
trained  manpower  not  part  of  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  could  deal  with  consequences 
of  long-range  bombing  for  mass  destruction 
in  continental  United  States.  The  possibil¬ 
ity,  not  too  fantastic,  of  hostile  landings  in 
such  an  attack,  if  only  of  spies  and  saboteurs 
to  profit  by  the  demoralization,  reinforces  to 
some  extent  the  argument  for  instantly 
available  trained  military  units.  If  we  think 
of  meeting  an  atomic  attack  in  terms  of 
tactical  use  of  atomic  weapons  against  our  j 
defenses  anywhere  on  earth,  then  trained 
military  manpower  is,  of  course,  vital. 

Third.  I  do  not  think  the  hydrogen  de¬ 
velopment  adds  much  to  the  case  for  UMT 
that  had  not  already  been  added  by  fission 
weapons. 

Fourth.  How  would  UMT  help  in  meeting 
atomic  attack?  My  personal  answer  is  partly 
given  in  comments  above.  The  rest  of  it 
boils  down  to  the  question  as  to  how  we  can 
best,  surely  and  fairly,  provide  adequate, 
highly  trained  military  manpower  available 
whenever  needed.  These  forces  must,  in  the 
world’s  present  state,  be  ready,  not  just  a 
potential.  We  are  not  likely  again  to  have 
time  to  mobilize  while  other  nations  hold 
the  line.  Some  form  of  UMT  must  be  con¬ 
sidered.  I  think,  not  in  a  vacuum  but  in 
direct  comparison  with  specific  other  meth¬ 
ods  that  may  be  advocated,  such  as  selective 
Service.  Selective  Service  saw  us  through  in 
the  Korean  conflict,  but,  in  my  judgment,  it 
was  full  of  regrettable  inequities. 

Finally,  in  response  to  your  request  for 
"any  other  points,”  I  shall  say  that  any  free 
society  can  well  be  concerned  about  the 
long-run  risks  involved  in  UMT  as  a  perma¬ 
nent  institution,  or  about  the  permanent 
maintenance  of  huge  Armed  Forces  and 
trained  Reserves,  however  raised.  These 
risks,  foreseen  and  as  far  as  possible  guarded 
against,  I  think  we  have  to  take.  I  repeat, 
that  as  of  now,  I  think  our  traditional  and 
proper  national  distaste  for  anything  resem¬ 
bling  UMT  should  give  way  to  the  hard  reali¬ 
ties.  I  would  personally  favor  preserving,  in 
relevant  legislation,  the  principle  of  no  per¬ 
manence.  Though  the  crystal  ball  is  cer¬ 
tainly  opaque  as  to  how  long  temporary 
will  be,  congressional  reconsideration  from 
time  to  time,  implicit  in  our  system  anyhow, 
would  well  be  recognized  explicitly,  I  think 
as  legislative  intent. 

W.  W.  Waymack. 
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universal  military  training  imperative.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  I  assume  it  to  mean  that 
every  young  man  of  scientific  talents  and 
promise  would  be  utilized  fully,  in  uniform 
or  out,  in  matters  where  he  would  expedite 
scientific  progress  and  advance  himself  pro¬ 
fessionally,  the  answers  would  be  quite  dif¬ 
ferent.  Under  these  circumstances,  universal 
military  training  would  not  impede  our 
efforts  to  defend  ourselves,  in  an  atomic  war 
or  any  other  kind  of  war.  Among  many 
other  essentials  for  our  security  we  must  not 
injure  our  scientific  progress  as  long  as  we 
are  in  competition  with  Russia,  whether  the 
subject  is  atomic  science  or  other  methods 
of  waging  war.  We  also  need  sufficient  men 
in  uniform,  and  trained  men  to  call  on  in 
emergency.  But  this  is  not  to  say  that  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  is  imperative  and 
atomic  science  does  not  make  it  so. 

V.  Bush. 

Dr.  Urey  has  this  to  say: 

United  States  should  maintain  sufficient 
strength  in  nonatomic  weapons  to  resist  ag¬ 
gression  in  such  places  as  Korea,  Indochina, 
and  Formosa  without  using  atomic  weapons. 
We  should  not  be  in  a  position  where  such 
developments  may  force  us  to  use  atomic 
weapons  or  be  completely  impotent.  Defen¬ 
sive  military  forces  are  very  important.  My 
technical  knowledge  on  military  matters  is 
not  sufficient  to  answer  your  questions  au¬ 
thoritatively.  However,  I  believe  that  devel¬ 
opment  of  atomic  weapons  has  not  changed 
problem  of  UMT  essentially.  Atomic  attack 
would  lead  to  great  internal  disorder.  Re¬ 
luctantly,  I  think  UMT  may  be  desirable. 
Have  shown  this  telegram  to  five  colleagues 
who  agree  substantially. 

Harold  C.  Urey. 

Former  Atomic  Energy  Chairman  Gor¬ 
don  Dean  and  Dr.  Lapp,  both  men  of 
recognized  outstanding  ability  and  com¬ 
petence  in  the  atomic  field,  place  primary 
emphasis  on  a  highly  trained,  competent 
civilian  defense  corps.  In  connection 
with  their  letters,  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  Chicago  Sun-Times  early 
this  year  published  a  tremendously  en¬ 
lightening  series  of  articles  on  atomic 
warfare,  written  by  a  distinguished  re¬ 
porter,  Mr.  Carl  Larsen.  The  basic 
theme  of  these  articles,  which  Mr.  Lar¬ 
sen  arrived  at  after  months  of  the  most 
painstaking  study  and  interviews,  was 
that  civilian  defense  is  laggard,  unem¬ 
phasized,  lacks  money,  organization, 
drive,  and  direction.  It  is  the  real  step¬ 
child  of  national  security.  Mr.  Larsen 
proved  that  there  is  lacking  a  real  civil 
defense  against  atomic  attack.  The 
Sun-Times  did  a  great  public  service  in 
publishing  his  reports.  They  coincide, 
in  great  part,  with  the  conclusions  of 
Mr.  Dean  and  Dr.  Lapp. 

Here  is  what  Chairman  Dean  has  to 
say: 

Reference  is  made  to  your  wire  of  yester¬ 
day  asking  four  questions  and  requesting 
my  answers: 

1.  Does  the  developing  of  atomic  science 
make  universal  military  training  imperative 
or  not? 

Frankly,  I  see  very  little  relationship  be¬ 
tween  universal  military  training  and  the 
development  of  atomic  science.  If  anything, 
there  is  perhaps  a  negative  one.  Many  ex¬ 
tremely  competent  chemists,  physicists,  and 
metallurgists  are  today  being  drafted  into 
the  armed  services.  They  frequently  receive 
no  deferment  because  of  their  skills — skills 
badly  needed  in  the  building  of  a  strong 
atomic  energy  industry  in  this  country.  A 
recent  announcement  by  the  War  Manpower 
Commission  indicates  that  no  special  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  highly  trained 


young  scientists.  As  you  know,  we  are  falling 
behind  the  Russians  in  the  training  of  engi¬ 
neers  and  scientists. 

2.  Would  universal  military  training  be  of 
benefit  in  meeting  an  atomic  attack? 

Frankly,  I  see  no  connection  between  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  and  our  capacity  to 
meet  an  attack.  The  elements  most  neces¬ 
sary  for  resisting  an  attack  or  preventing  one 
are: 

(a)  Highly  trained  intelligence  officers 
abroad  who  can  give  us  warning  of  an  im¬ 
pending  attack. 

(b)  Trained  technical  men  on  picket  ships, 
aerial  reconnaissance  planes,  and  at  radar 
stations. 

(c)  Pilots  of  all-weather  interceptors. 

(d)  Antiaircraft  units. 

(e)  Trained  civilian  defense  workers  who 
can  bring  some  order  out  of  the  chaos,  in 
the  event  we  are  hit. 

3.  Does  atomic  hydrogen  development,  in 
your  opinion  lend  any  additional  substance 
to  arguments  made  for  universal  military 
training? 

I  think  these  developments,  emphasizing, 
as  they  do,  the  very  severe  effects  of  atomic 
attack,  argue  for  much  more  emphasis  on 
trained  civilians  at  home  who  can  mitigate 
the  disaster.  I  see  no  evidence  that  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  helps  the  situation. 

4.  How  would  universal  military  training 
help  in  meeting  atomic  attack,  if,  in  your 
opinion,  it  would  help? 

I  believe  I  have  covered  this  in  the  answers 
to  the  previous  questions. 

Respectfully, 

Gordon  Dean. 

Dr.  Lapp  makes  the  following  observa¬ 
tions: 

In  response  to  your  telegram  of  yesterday, 
may  I  say  that  I  have  not  read  the  new  UMT 
bill  and  base  my  remarks  upon  a  general 
understanding  of  universal  military  training. 

It  would  seem  to  me  that  all  four  ques¬ 
tions  which  you  ask  boil  down  to  a  single 
query;  “What  is  the  relation  of  UMT  to  na¬ 
tional  defense  involving  the  threat  of  nu¬ 
clear  attack?”  My  opinion  is  that  UMT  is 
not  critical  to  nuclear  defense,  although,  of 
course,  it  does  bear  upon  the  overall  defense 
posture.  My  impression  is  that  there  are 
many  things  more  vital  to  atomic  prepared¬ 
ness  than  UMT. 

My  basic  philosophy  is  that  UMT  goes 
hand  in  hand  with  old  concepts  of  mobiliza¬ 
tion  after  attack.  This,  it  seems  to  me,  is 
a  dated  concept.  Should  an  attack  come, 
we  would  not  be  granted  the  luxury  of  mo¬ 
bilization,  but  would  rather  have  to  fight 
out  of  inventory.  Moreover,  my  feeling  is 
that  the  very  magnitude  of  the  destruction 
which  is  now  packed  into  a  single  weapon 
is  so  great  that  even  a  small-scale  attack 
upon  our  continent  would  achieve  such  vast 
injury  that  we  would  have  to  concentrate 
our  energies  upon  the  fundamental  issue  of 
human  survival  at  home.  Under  these  con¬ 
ditions,  I  conceive  of  soldiers  fighting  on 
foreign  soil  as  being  off  the  main  line  of 
our  principal  problem,  which  would  be  sur¬ 
vival  at  home. 

The  issues  involved  in  what  I  have  tried 
to  say  are  admittedly  highly  complex.  Yet 
it  appears  to  me  that  our  real  dilemma 
should  war  come  to  our  shores  will  be 
basically  civilian  in  nature,  not  military.  I 
strongly  believe  that  the  continued  failure 
to  provide  an  adequate  home-defense  pro¬ 
gram  constitutes  a  very  severe  liability  in. 
our  national  security. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ralph  E.  Lapp. 

William  W.  Waymack,  one  of  the  first 
members  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  in  his  telegram  pointed  out  the 
distaste  that  all  of  us  have  concerning 
anything  like  universal  military  training, 
but  pointed  out  our  dislike  for  any  type 


Neither  Chairman  Dean,  Dr.  Bush,  or 
Dr.  Lapp  touch  directly  upon  a  point 
that  was  brought  out  in  Dr.  Urey’s  tele¬ 
gram,  namely  that  atomic  attack  would 
lead  to  great  internal  disorder,  and  that 
for  that  reason — which  Dr.  Urey  implied 
rather  than  stated  directly — a  widely 
trained  citizenry  would  be  essential.  As 
a  veteran,  I  know  that  the  essentials  of 
military  training  and  organization  would 
be  vital  in  case  of  atomic  attack;  the 
more  widely  this  training  were  spread 
among  our  civilian  population,  the  more 
quickly  and  adequately  we  could  meet 
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the  conditions  of  attack.  Dr.  Bush  also 
makes  the  point,  I  should  like  to  em¬ 
phasize,  that  “we  also  need  trained  men 
to  call  on  in  emergency.” 

These  opinions,  while  not  unanimous, 
and  while  some  emphasize  one  point  and 
one  another,  all  weigh  up  to  a  compelling 
conclusion.  We  must  have  an  adequate¬ 
ly  trained  citizenry  in  our  Reserves. 

We  cannot  wait  until  we  are  attacked, 
for  survival  in  the  atomic  age  depends 
upon  preparedness  in  advance  of  an 
attack. 

If  we  are  prepared  in  advance,  the  at¬ 
tack  is  less  apt  to  materialize. 

If  we  are  unprepared,  the  attack  is 
more  apt  to  materialize. 

Under  such  conditions  and  such  a  bur¬ 
den  of  military  and  atomic  advice,  to  my 
mind,  there  is  only  one  decision  left. 

That  is  to  vote  for  the  present  bill. 

That  I  shall  do. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  very  seldom  speak  in 
the  House  on  bills  that  do  not  come  from 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations.  But 
I  have  had  experience  serving  upon  the 
Navy  subcommittee  in  the  old  days  and 
on  the  Army  subcommittee  in  the  old 
days  and  in  the  Defense  Department 
committee  currently  where  I  have  had  a 
very  considerable  opportunity  to  study 
the  situation  that  the  United  States  is  up 
against.  I  come  to  this  conclusion.  Un¬ 
less  the  United  States  adopts  this  bill,  we 
are  going  to  be  set  adrift.  We  are  going 
to  have  to  maintain  a  tremendous  stand¬ 
ing  army,  and  we  are  going  to  have  a 
tremendous  defense  bill  to  pay.  Frankly, 
I  believe  we  can  have  just  as  good  de¬ 
fense  with  this  bill  and  the  reserve  that 
it  will  create  as  we  could  if  we  had  a 
larger  standing  army.  I  believe  that  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  they  can  be  integrated 
into  the  Army  in  a  very  short  period,  if 
they  have  the  kind  of  training  provided 
for  in  this  bill.  It  is  a  different  bill  from 
that  which  was  recommitted  a  couple  of 
years  ago,  because  it  had  a  special-privi¬ 
lege  clause  set  up  in  it.  It  is  a  bill  that 
is  designed  to  meet  the  situation  that  ex¬ 
ists  today,  and  I  hope  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  will  use  its  good  judgment 
and  vote  for  the  bill  and  not  permit  any 
amendments  that  are  designed  to  wreck 
it  or  prevent  the  bill  from  being  effective. 

If  it  is  effective,  unquestionably  in  the 
days  to  come  we  are  going  to  be  able  to 
get  along  with  a  smaller  standing  army 
and  be  able  to  get  along  with  less  ex¬ 
pense,  and  we  need  to  get  along  with  less 
expense,  because  we  have  so  many  things 
that  we  really  need  to  do  for  national  de¬ 
fense,  such  as  maintaining  our  ammuni¬ 
tion,  and  our  munitions  in  order  and 
building  up  our  airplanes.  This  is  going 
to  cost  a  whale  of  a  lot  of  money,  and 
unless  we  are  prepared  to  meet  that 
without  running  behind,  the  liberties 
and  the  successes  of  our  people  are  seri¬ 
ously  endangered. 

I  cannot  see  how  voting  for  this  bill 
should  be  any  embarrassment  to  anyone. 
For  my  own  part,  I  was  one  of  the  203 
who  voted  for  the  extension  of  the  draft 
just  before  World  War  H,  and  no  one 
ever  questioned  me  about  it.  I  have  al¬ 
ways  voted  for  what  I  believed  to  be  in 
the  interest  of  national  defense.  To  my 


mind  this  is  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense,  and  it  is  also  in  the  interest  of 
an  intelligent,  forward-looking  economi¬ 
cal  approach  to  the  problem  we  have  to 
face. 

I  hope  the  membership  will  support 
this  bill  wholeheartedly,  that  we  can 
have  a  solution  to  our  military  situation. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Illinois  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

(Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Utah.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  during  the  debate  on  this  legisla¬ 
tion,  many  fearful  specters  have  been 
called  up,  including  the  dismal  vision  of 
this  country — through  passage  of  this 
bill — embarking  on  a  goosestep  march 
toward  military  dictatorship. 

But  among  these  specters  facing  us 
today,  there  can  be  no  veiling  thick 
enough  to  hide  nor  cloud  large  enough 
to  cover  the  simple,  concrete  fact  that  in 
this  world,  at  the  absolute  bidding  of  6  or 
7  despots,  there  are  millions  of  armed 
men  and  that  these  armed  men  are 
threatening  today  to  commit  aggression 
against  the  free  world. 

I  am  as  opposed  as  anyone  in  this 
Chamber  to  any  legislation  that  compels 
any  American  citizen  to  do  anything 
other  than  to  respect  the  legitimate 
rights  and  freedoms  of  his  fellows.  But 
I  also  am  convinced  that  during  this  pe¬ 
riod  of  tension,  we  in  Congress  cannot 
afford  to  ignore  the  existence  of  our  ene¬ 
mies  abroad  or  their  strength  of  arms 
and  size  of  their  standing  armies. 

The  program  that  will  be  brought  into 
being  under  this  legislation  is,  I  believe, 
the  best  answer  available  to  the  situa- 
■  tion  now  confronting  us. 

If  this  measure  were  compulsive  in  the 
sense  of  requiring  all  of  our  youth  to 
serve  long  months  in  the  Regular  Army, 
I  would  probably  be  against  it  even  with 
the  current  threats  from  abroad.  For¬ 
tunately,  it  is  not  compulsive.  This  bill 
gives  us  a  democratic  answer  to  a  situa¬ 
tion  that  some  military  extremists  be¬ 
lieve  can  only  be  met  by  a  larger  stand¬ 
ing  army. 

Some  of  my  mail  in  opposition  to  this 
measure  has  cited  the  rise  of  military 
cliques  in  nations  having  compulsory 
military  training.  The  same  letters  have 
cited  the  temptation  a  large  army  creates 
for  war.  But  we  must  always  remember 
that  a  defenseless  nation  also  presents 
an  overwhelming  temptation  to  war  to 
the  warlike. 

We  do  not  want  that  to  happen  here 
and  I  think  this  legislation  is  designed 
to  prevent  that  happening  here. 

In  the  first  place,  the  entire  program 
is  voluntary  at  the  outset.  A  youth  has 
his  choice  of  taking  this  program  re¬ 
quiring  6  months’  training  and  7  months 
of  Reserve  obligation  or  he  can  take  his 
chances — about  1  in  8 — of  being  drafted 
for  2  years  into  active  service. 

I  am  not  fearful  of  a  Reserve  force, 
subject  to  the  nominal  training  require¬ 
ments  this  legislation  sets  up,  becoming 
the  political  weapon  of  a  military  clique 
or  a  self-propelled  weapon  of  aggression. 
On  the  contrary,  by  this  method  we  uti¬ 
lize  the  vast  manpower  reserves  of  our 
civilian  population,  a  population  that — 


except  for  short  training  periods — is  en¬ 
gaged  in  civilian  activities,  raising  fam¬ 
ilies,  buying  homes,  preparing  for  the 
future. 

A  Reserve  made  up  of  men  engaged  in 
civilian  activities  is  not  fertile  ground  in 
which  to  plant  the  seeds  of  militarism. 
Such  a  Reserve  force  is  not  likely  to  be 
talked  into  waging  an  unnecessary  war. 

If  one  6-month  period  of  training  un¬ 
der  the  military,  plus  another  7  months 
scattered  over  a  7-year  period  can  make 
an  American  the  subject  of  the  military 
and  a  willing  victim  for  the  most  war¬ 
like  among  them,  then  I  have  sadly  over¬ 
estimated  the  independence  of  our  citi¬ 
zenry. 

This  legislation  is  a  good  American 
answer  to  a  situation  that,  through  no 
fault  of  ours,  has  required  us  to  main¬ 
tain  a  military  strength  we  hope  and 
pray  to  our  Heavenly  Father,  we  may 
never  be  called  upon  to  use. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chan-man,  somebody  said  that 
if  you  stay  around  here  long  enough  you 
can  observe  quite  a  variety  of  things. 
We  are  witnessing  a  good  example  of 
that  right  now.  Last  week,  without 
quibbling,  the  House  passed  a  $30  bil¬ 
lion  appropriation  for  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  That  is  a  lot  of  money,  but  the 
spending  of  it — and  much  more — is  im¬ 
perative  in  order  to  prepare  ourselves  for 
the  grave  and  real  dangers  that  confront 
us  and  the  free  world  today. 

Yet,  while  a  week  ago  we  proudly  ap¬ 
proved  $30  billion  for  national  defense, 
this  week  we  hear  all  manner  of  quib¬ 
bling  over  a  bill  which  we  are  assured 
is  the  very  minimum  in  the  way  of  nec¬ 
essary  Reserve  training  legislation. 
Like  the  $30  billion,  this,  too,  is  to  make 
America  stronger  and  better  able  to  wage 
a  quick,  effective,  and  decisive  war,  if 
one  should  be  forced  upon  us.  The 
great  American  Legion  says  this  bill  is 
a  minimum  requirement.  The  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars  assures  us  this  measure 
constitutes  a  minimum,  if  we  are  to  have 
a  real  Army  Reserve  program,  and  not 
just  a  paper  Reserve  as  we  now  have. 

Mr.  Chairman,  surely  we  have  learned 
some  lessons  in  recent  years  in  regard 
to  preparedness,  and  that  vital  time 
element  that  is  involved. 

In  World  War  I,  14  months  passed  be¬ 
fore  the  first  United  States  division  was 
put  into  action. 

In  World  War  H,  8  months  elapsed  be¬ 
fore  the  Marines  invaded  Guadalcanal, 
and  it  was  11  months  after  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor  before  our  troops  landed  in  North 
Africa. 

In  Korea,  because  of  shortage  of  avail¬ 
able  troops,  it  was  some  months  before 
we  were  able  to  fight,  except  for  delaying 
actions.  The  delay  that  time  was  almost 
disastrous. 

In  the  past,  circumstances  gave  us 
time  to  prepare,  to  train  and  to  equip. 
But  gradually  that  time  allowance  has 
been  reduced,  and  as  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  Burgess  has  said,  where 
we  reckoned  lead  time  by  months  in 
those  wars,  in  the  future  we  may  have 
to  think  in  terms  of  weeks,  days,  and 
even  hours. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  recall  for  a  mo¬ 
ment  our  shortsightedness  after  Woila 
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War  II — and  we  all  share  the  blame  for 
it.  We  disarmed  in  the  face  of  the 
mounting  Communist  threat.  We  dis¬ 
continued  the  draft.  Peacetime  train¬ 
ing,  in  which  some  of  us  believed,  was 
condemned  from  the  pulpits,  the  house¬ 
tops,  and  from  the  well  of  this  House. 
So,  when  the  fire  broke  out  in  Korea  we 
found  ourselves  with  nearly  2  million 
young  men,  with  no  military  training 
whatever,  who  had  come  of  military  age 
following  World  War  II.  In  the  dark 
hour  of  the  emergency,  as  our  troops 
were  being  pushed  ever  closer  to  that 
little  ring  around  Pusan,  General  Mac- 
Arthur  called  desperately  for  more  men, 
more  trained  men.  There  was  no  time  to 
train  green  recruits.  Days  and  even 
hours  meant  everything.  Nearly  a  mil¬ 
lion  veterans  of  World  War  II  were  called 
to  duty,  almost  overnight. 

Tears  were  shed  here  yesterday  be¬ 
cause  of  the  inconvenience  that  would 
result  if  a  comparatively  small  group  of 
young  men  should  be  subjected,  under 
the  terms  of  the  pending  bill,  to  the 
hardships  and  inconvenience  of  a  little 
peacetime  training.  Somebody  thought 
it  might  possibly  interfere  with  a  month 
or  two  of  their  schooling.  Somebody 
else  thought  it  might  possibly  upset  their 
plans  because  they  as  reservists  could  in 
an  emergency  be  called  to  active  duty 
after  they  are  married  and  settled  down 
and  perhaps  engaged  in  business. 

But  it  would  seem  much  more  appro¬ 
priate  for  these  harbingers  of  incon¬ 
venience  to  a  few  in  the  future  to  take 
time  out  to  say  a  few  words  about  the 
hardships  to  hundreds  of  thousands  in 
the  past — perhaps  caused  directly  be¬ 
cause  of  the  failure  of  the  Congress  in 
the  past  to  do  precisely  the  thing  that  we 
are  requested  to  do  here  today. 

Those  men — most  of  them — who  went 
away  to  fight  in  the  Korean  war  left 
wives  and  children  and  homes  and  busi¬ 
nesses  behind  them.  Although  they  had 
fought  in  one  war  for  their  country,  they 
were  called  upon  to  go  away  to  fight  in 
another  one — leaving  behind  them  some 
2  million  young  men  of  military  age  who 
could  not  be  made  ready  for  the  emer¬ 
gency  because  there  was  not  enough 
time  to  train  them.  Do  you  want  to  per¬ 
petuate  that  sort  of  condition? 

The  question  before  us  today  is  sim¬ 
ple,  Do  you  really  want  an  effective 
Army  Reserve  program?  There  is  noth¬ 
ing  drastic  about  this  bill  we  are  con¬ 
sidering.  It  implements  the  present  pro¬ 
gram,  and  gives  young  men  several  alter¬ 
natives  in  their  Reserve  training.  It  fills 
a  very  essential  need  if  we  are  to  have  a 
real  and  not  a  paper  Army  Reserve. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  our  freedom  is  chal¬ 
lenged  today  to  the  extent  that  last 
week  we  were  justified  in  voting,  in  one 
fell  swoop,  $30  billion  of  the  taxpayers’ 
hard-earned  money  to  help  protect 
America  and  the  free  world,  surely  that 
challenge  is  serious  enough  this  week  to 
justify  this  legislation.  The  strength 
and  security  of  this  country  are  in¬ 
volved  in  the  vote  that  is  cast  here  today. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  And  the 
mistakes  that  were  made  at  that  time 


should  not  be  charged  against  the  people 
in  charge  of  this  program  today.  It  is 
claimed  that  the  people  today  will  not 
do  a  good  job,  but  they  are  talking  about 
mistakes  made  in  the  past. 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  gentleman  is  pre¬ 
cisely  correct. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  3  ad¬ 
ditional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
listened  to  our  good  friend  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short],  and  I 
have  also  listened  to  our  very  good  friend 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson].  I  have  also 
listened  to  other  speakers  on  this  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest.  This  legislation  has  given  me 
great  concern  and  I  presume  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  is  greatly  concerned  as 
to  what  position  he  should  take  on  this 
measure.  Everybody  is  asking  one  an¬ 
other,  “How  are  you  going  to  vote?”  So 
there  is  a  bit  of  concern  and  skepticism 
in  the  minds  of  the  Members  as  to  what 
position  they  should  take  on  this  pro¬ 
posed  legislation. 

Now,  I  might  say  that  there  are  times 
when  I  have  to  part  with  my  good  friend 
from  Missouri,  whom  I  admire  greatly, 
a  man  of  outstanding  and  unusual  abil¬ 
ity  ;  also,  I  think  that  my  chairman  will 
agree  with  me  that  I  do  not  always  con¬ 
cur  with  him,  either.  I  have  listened  to 
many  hours  and  days  of  debate  and  dis¬ 
cussion  of  this  proposed  legislation  in 
committee  and  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
and  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  committee 
has  turned  in  a  very  fine  performance 
with  a  very  difficult  problem.  We  all 
agree  that  this  legislation  is  going  to 
require  some  refinement,  but  under  the 
circumstances  I  think  it  is  the  best  pos¬ 
sible  legislation  that  could  be  brought 
to  the  Members  of  this  House  as  a  basis 
to  initiate  the  much-needed  Reserve 
program. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  that  I  think  we  should  be  practical 
realists.  We  have  left  our  guards  down 
on  a  number  of  occasions  on  our  defense 
programs,  and  at  times  found  ourselves 
in  great  difficulty  with  the  result  that 
American  youths,  who  usually  know 
nothing  whatsoever  about  these  situa¬ 
tions,  are  plunged  into  a  cataclysm  of 
war  without  being  properly  trained. 
After  World  War  I  we  listened  to  the 
pacifists,  and  we  sank  our  battleships  and 
we  destroyed  our  fortifications  and  we 
put  our  trust  in  treaties  with  people  that 
we  thought  were  as  rightminded  as  our¬ 
selves.  What  happened?  We  paved  the 
way  for  the  dictators  and  the  tyrants  of 
Europe  that  followed,  the  Trotskys,  the 
Lenins,  the  Stalins,  the  Hitlers,  the 
Himmlers,  the  Goerings,  the  Heinrichs, 
the  Mussolinis,  and  the  Tojos.  We  sat 
complacently  by  while  they  built  up 
great  military  strength  in  Europe  and 
Asia,  and  we  were  catapulted  into  World 
War  II  totally  unprepared.  So,  what 
happened  then?  America  went  all  out 
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building  planes  and  tanks  and  ships  and 
guns,  training  the  youth  of  America  to 
develop  a  mechanized  military  strength 
to  meet  the  demands  to  save  the  world 
from  the  tyranny  of  the  dictatorships  of 
Europe.  So  I  thought  after  that  that 
we  would  exhibit  some  good,  sound  com- 
monsense;  that  we  had  learned  the  hard 
way,  the  practical,  realistic  lessons  of 
war.  But  no.  The  Members  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  demanded  that  we 
skeletonize  our  Army,  that  we  skeletonize 
our  Navy,  that  we  skeletonize  our  Air 
Force;  bring  the  boys  back  home;  get 
them  out  of  the  service.  And  we  did. 

I  remember  going  over  to  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Library  to  listen  to  General  Mar¬ 
shall,  when  he  was  trying  to  explain  that 
we  had  13  to  15  million  men  going  ahead 
and  that  it  was  quite  a  difficult  task  to 
make  an  about-face,  stop  this  war 
mechanism  in  its  tracks,  and  bring  the 
boys  back  home,  and  asking  that  they  be 
patient  and  give  consideration  to  the  dif¬ 
ficult  problems  that  confronted  them. 
But  the  Members  were  hearing  from  back 
home  and  the  drive  was  on  to  get  the 
men  out  of  the  service. 

The  Russians  were  sitting  on  the  side¬ 
lines  watching  the  position  -we  would 
take  and  watched  us  demobilize  our 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Corps.  And  we  did. 
We  skeletonized  our  Army,  our  Navy, 
and  our  Air  Force  and  immediately  the 
Russians  got  tough  with  us. 

Then,  back  in  1949,  we  cut  back  a  $17 
billion  defense  program  to  $14  billion. 
Then  a  new  Secretary  came  in  and  he 
cut  it  back  a  couple  of  billion  more  from 
$14  billion.  And  when  we  got  through 
we  had  a  skeletonized  Army,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  and  in  no  position  to  make  any 
kind  of  a  defense.  Again,  we  had  not 
learned  the  practical  and  realistic  les¬ 
sons  of  war. 

The  Communist  dictators  were  ramp¬ 
ant  and  watching  us  on  the  sidelines. 
They  realized  that  we  again  would  go 
down  the  line  of  demobilization  and  that 
they  would  catch  us  unprepared.  Once 
again  we  skeletonized  our  defenses. 
And  what  happened?  The  Communists 
started  to  harass  us  and  to  haunt  us, 
around  the  vast  perimeters  of  the  world. 
Then  suddenly,  with  no  warning,  there 
was  an  outbreak  of  war  in  Korea.  We 
were  caught  with  our  guard  down  again, 
totally  unprepared  in  manpower  and 
equipment. 

So  again  we  rushed  into  a  program 
of  building  up  a  great  national  defense 
strength.  We  shipped  our  boys  to  Korea, 
with  but  little  basic  training.  We  had 
but  few  troops  in  the  F’ar  East.  We  had 
nothing  but  a  few  obsolete  tanks  and 
bazookas  in  Japan.  And  those  boys  were 
sent  in  to  fight  a  highly  developed 
mechanized  enemy.  You  know  the  re¬ 
sults. 

They  nearly  drove  us  back  into  the 
sea  at  Pusan,  the  most  humiliating  in¬ 
cident  in  the  military  history  of  this 
great  Nation  of  ours. 

Now  again  the  Communists  are  sitting 
on  the  sidelines  watching  patiently  and 
we  are  again  hearing  talk  about  a  peace¬ 
ful  and  stabilized  world.  We  all  want 
a  peaceful  and  stabilized  world.  But  let 
me  say  to  the  Members  of  the  House 
that  I  want  our  Nation  to  have  the  great¬ 
est  military  strength  that  this  country 
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has  ever  known  to  meet  any  and  all  de¬ 
mands  that  may  be  made  upon  us  any 
time,  any  place  in  the  world,  so  if  an 
emergency  should  arise  or  if  we  are  cata¬ 
pulted  into  another  war  we  will  be  set 
to  meet  it. 

So  in  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  we  have  been  trying  to  come  up  with 
some  kind  of  a  program  to  build  up  our 
Reserve  corps.  Do  you  think  it  is  fair 
that  we  should  build  up  our  Reserves 
from  World  War  II  and  Korean  war 
veterans  and  then,  if  we  are  suddenly 
found  in  another  emergency,  to  again 
call  back  these  same  combat  veterans 
to  do  the  fighting?  That  does  not  make 
sense.  They  played  their  part  in  World 
War  II  and  Korea  and  played  it  well. 

We  are  now  trying  to  develop  a  pro¬ 
gram  to  build  up  the  Reserves,  to  give 
us  strength,  so  that  these  boys  will  not 
again  have  to  be  taken  away  from  their 
places  of  business,  their  professions; 
their  very  lives  and  families  disrupted. 
We  can  do  it  with  this  bill. 

I  do  not  say  it  is  a  perfect  bill.  But 
I  do  say  it  is  a  basis  upon  which  we  can 
work  to  build  up  our  national  strength 
and  build  up  our  Reserve  corps. 

Certainly  these  training  programs 
build  fine  Americans.  They  teach  boys 
discipline,  love  of  country,  devotion  to 
duty,  and  those  fundamentals  and  ideals 
and  principles  of  our  Government.  And 
we  can  do  it  with  the  kind  of  a  program 
proposed  in  this  legislation. 

So  today  let  us  look  at  this  whole  pro¬ 
gram  from  the  standpoint  of  what  it 
means  to  America,  wrhat  it  means  to  the 
people  of  the  world,  what  it  means  to 
returning  a  war-tom  world  to  stability 
and  peace.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  we 
vote  for  this  program,  we  will  have  the 
basis  upon  which  to  build  a  great  Re¬ 
serve  corps  and  give  great  strength  to 
our  national  defense  program. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  just  went  back  to  my 
seat,  and  somebody  said,  “How  are  you 
going  to  vote  on  the  bill?”  So  permit 
me  to  make  myself  clear,  I  am  support¬ 
ing  the  bill.  I  thought  I  had  already 
made  myself  clear.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  giving  me  this  time. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  that  interruption.  So  that  I  will 
not  have  the  same  experience,  I  will  say 
at  the  outset  that  I  am  going  to  support 
this  bill,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  will  support  it. 

As  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]  said  a  moment  ago,  I  can  see 
nothing  in  this  legislation  that  would 
embarrass  anyone  or  cause  anyone  not 
to  give  his  support  to  this  legislation. 

The  Reserve  program  which  is  em¬ 
bodied  in  H.  R.  5297,  otherwise  referred 
to  as  the  national  Reserve  plan,  is  an 


essential  ingredient  in  our  national  de¬ 
fense. 

I  believe  there  are  two  basic  facts  in 
the  present  world  situation  which  make 
stronger  Reserves  for  the  United  States 
an  absolute  necessity.  These  are: 

First.  We  need  far  larger  forces  to 
deter  potential  aggressors  than  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  for  us  to  maintain  on  a  permanent 
basis  without  seriously  crippling  our 
economy. 

Second.  We  need  a  trained  Reserve, 
organized  and  ready,  that  can  react 
swiftly  in  event  of  an  enemy  attack. 
Under  the  hard  conditions  of  modern 
warfare  time  is  no  longer  on  our  side  in 
equipping  and  training  military  forces. 
Distance  and  ocean  barriers  are  no  pro¬ 
tection. 

We  are  faced  with  potential  enemies 
who  can  afford  to  support  enormous  con¬ 
centrations  of  military  personnel  by  the 
simple  expedient  of  forcing  subhuman 
standards  of  living  upon  the  ordinary 
citizen. 

Three  months  ago  the  Chinese  Reds 
ordered  a  sweeping  overhaul  of  their 
armed  forces,  and  instituted  a  compul¬ 
sory  active  and  Reserve  training  pro¬ 
gram  for  every  man  from  his  18th  to 
his  40th  birthday.  In  Soviet  Russia 
every  emphasis  continues  to  be  given  to 
the  heavy  industrial  production  upon 
which  military  machines  depend.  No¬ 
body  today  seriously  discounts  the  Rus¬ 
sian  capacity  to  wage  intercontinental 
war  with  nuclear  weapons. 

Thus  the  Communist  powers  of  the 
world  stand  today — armed  to  the  teeth 
and  determined  to  grow  ever  stronger 
in  military  capacity.  From  their  posi¬ 
tion  of  massive  armed  might  they  sup¬ 
port  their  worldwide  program  of  infil¬ 
tration  and  subversion,  espionage,  pres¬ 
sure,  and  outright  intimidation  of  peo¬ 
ples  in  free  countries. 

Their  leaders  may  change  and  their 
slogan  may  vary  from  time  to  time,  but 
they  have  never  given  any  true  evidence 
of  a  change  in  their  basically  hostile 
outlook. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  repre¬ 
sent  the  greatest  single  deterrent  to  a 
total  engulfment  of  freedom  by  the  Com¬ 
munist  bloc  of  nations.  Our  problem  is 
to  find  an  adequate  means  of  coping 
with  the  hostility  of  these  potential 
foes  without  either  regimenting  our 
people  or  bankrupting  our  national 
economy. 

In  this  connection  let  us  bear  in  mind 
the  President’s  serious  warning  that  the 
cold  war  may  last  for  another  50  years — 
always  barring  the  possibility  of  a  hot 
war,  or  the  miracle  of  a  change  in  atti¬ 
tude  by  the  Communist  dictators. 

Now,  how  are  we  going  to  maintain  a 
suitable  strength  on  such  a  long-term 
basis,  without  serious  injury  to  our  econ¬ 
omy  and  the  living  standard  which  it 
supports,  unless  we  rely  upon  trained  Re¬ 
serves?  Obviously,  a  powerful  Resexwe 
has  now  become  mandatory. 

We  are  spending  billions  of  dollars  to¬ 
day  upon  the  maintenance  of  our  de¬ 
fenses.  We  unquestionably  have  high 
quality  and  sound  training  in  our  Active 
Forces.  For  an  additional  ultimate  ex¬ 
penditure  of  approximately  $1  billion  a 
year  we  can  have  a  well-organized  and 
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properly  trained  military  Reserve  to  back 
up  our  Regular  Forces. 

Nobody  would  suggest  that  this  is  a 
negligible  sum  of  money.  But  when  we 
reflect  upon  the  tremendous  costs  of  a 
war,  and  when  we  further  reflect  upon 
the  well-nigh  unbelievable  destructive 
power  of  nuclear  weapons,  then  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  shall  be  penny  wise  and 
pound  foolish  if  we  do  not  give  ourselves 
the  protection  which  a  Ready  Reserve 
will  provide.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
kind  of  monetary  argument  can  be  used 
in  opposition  to  this  Reserve  plan. 

H.  R.  5297  authorizes  a  flexible  pro¬ 
gram  which  strikes  a  proper  balance  be¬ 
tween  the  demands  of  our  national  se¬ 
curity  and  the  capacity  of  a  healthy  and 
expanding  economy  to  support  it.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  in  providing  definite  plans  for 
the  efficient  utilization  of  manpower  it 
provides  our  military  forces  and  the  in¬ 
dustrial  structure  of  the  country  with 
a  better  working  partnership. 

There  are  a  number  of  provisions  in 
the  National  Reserve  plan  which  are 
primarily  concerned  with  equitable  and 
intelligent  manpower  utilization.  These 
include: 

First.  Continuance  of  present  student 
and  occupational  deferments  and  ex¬ 
emptions. 

Second.  Institution  of  a  screening 
process  continually  in  operation  in 
peacetime. 

Third.  The  selective  recall  of  standby 
reservists  in  the  event  of  mobilization. 

Fourth.  Statutory  prohibition  on  in¬ 
voluntary  Reserve  training  participation 
by  men  who  were  on  active  service  prior 
to  July  27,  1953 — the  Korean  truce  date. 

Fifth.  The  provision,  under  Presiden¬ 
tial  authorization,  for  the  selection  of 
persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
defense-supporting  industries  and  re¬ 
search  who  may  be  allowed  to  fulfill  their 
military  obligation  by  6  months  training 
and  a  7  [4 -year  Reserve  obligation. 

Taken  in  the  aggregate,  these  provi¬ 
sions  define  the  numbers  of  men  who 
might  be  called  in  an  emergency,  as  well 
as  assuring  that  injustices  of  the  past 
will  be  avoided. 

Screening  criteria  are  designed  to  as¬ 
sure  that  reservists  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
are  really  available  for  recall,  and  that 
Ready  reservists  who  have  critical  skills 
and  are  inexcess  of  the  military  require¬ 
ments  for  those  skills  may  be  screened 
and  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 
The  Standby  Reserve  is  subject  to  recall 
only  in  an  emergency  declared  by  the 
Congress. 

The  screening  process,  therefore,  is 
expected  to  work  toward  a  fair  allocation 
of  skilled  and  technical  personnel  be¬ 
tween  the  military  and  civilian  economy. 

Provision  for  selective  recall  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  in  the  event  of  a  mobili¬ 
zation  is  a  further  insurance  that  men 
will  not  again  be  indiscriminately  re¬ 
turned  to  service.  The  National  Reserve 
plan  provides  a  rather  radical  departure 
from  the  present  process  of  recall  by 
installing  this  “buffer”  provision  to  as¬ 
certain  that  personnel  in  great  demand 
for  a  community  or  economy  require¬ 
ment  are  not  abruptly  taken  from  such 
positions. 
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On  the  recommendation  of  the  Office 
of  Defense  Mobilization,  this  recall 
method  will  be  under  the  administration 
of  the  Selective  Service  System.  Existing 
appeal  rights  will  be  maintained. 

In  the  past  when  war  has  unavoidably 
come  to  us,  we  have  been  fortunate  in 
having  a  grace  period  of  as  high  as  2 
years  in  coming  to  our  full  peak  of  mo¬ 
bilized  manpower  and  industrial  pro¬ 
duction.  Today  we  have  neither  time 
nor  space  advantages,  and  we  would  be 
totally  involved  in  a  war  from  its  outset. 

The  National  Reserve  plan  provides 
means  whereby  we  can  do  much  of  our 
military-industrial  planning  in  advance 
of  any  conceivable  conflict.  It  allows  us 
to  do  so,  not  in  anticipation  of  a  war, 
but  in  a  good  common  sense  attitude  of 
being  prepared. 

We  require  manpower  policies  which 
will  give  our  industrial  planners  some 
clear  idea  of  the  numbers  of  men  who 
would  be  called  to  service  immediately, 
and  those  who  would  be  called  later. 
We  need  policies  which  allow  employers 
to  know  definitely  and  absolutely  which 
of  their  key  men  would  be  taken,  and 
which  would  be  retained  in  their  jobs. 

The  new  Reserve  program  provides 
for  these  needs.  In  return,  employers 
have  a  clear  and  mandatory  obligation 
to  cooperate  fully  with  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram,  and  to  encourage  those  men  who 
take  part  in  it. 

The  National  Reserve  plan  will  work  in 
harmony  with  other  industrial  mobiliza¬ 
tion  policies  which  are  currently  being 
studied.  It  would  bring  an  element  of 
stability  into  the  mobilization  picture 
which  has  been  sadly  absent  in  the  past. 

I  know  of  no  military  authority  in 
the  country  who  would  claim  that  in 
the  event  of  war  we  will  have  no  need 
for  a  smoothly  functioning  mobilization 
program,  in  which  the  total  resources 
of  our  manpower  and  industrial  might 
could  be  brought  swiftly  to  bear.  On 
the  contrary,  all  of  our  military  experts 
have  pointed  to  the  essentiality  of  hav¬ 
ing  such  a  program. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  will  go  a 
long  way  toward  providing  us  with  ex¬ 
actly  such  a  program.  We  must  have 
timely  protection  such  as  this  if  we  are 
to  face  the  future  with  any  degree  of 
confidence  whatsoever. 

When  the  Department  of  Defense  pre¬ 
sented  the  national  Reserve  plan  to  the 
subcommittee  of  which  I  am  a  member, 
the  plan  contained  several  features  to 
which  I  was  opposed. 

These  were: 

First.  A  10-year  military  obligation 
for  personnel  entering  the  6-month 
training  program. 

Second.  The  discharge  under  condi¬ 
tions  less  than  honorable  for  reservists 
who  fail  to  participate  in  reserve  train¬ 
ing  programs. 

Third.  No  limit  as  to  the  size  of  the 
Ready  Reserves,  and  no  restriction  on 
the  numbers  to  be  ordered  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  during  a  presidentially  proclaimed 
emergency. 

In  addition,  there  were  several  fea¬ 
tures  not  covered  in  the  plan  which  I 
considered  essential.  These  are — 

First.  There  was  no  assurance  that  all 
ROTC  graduates  would  be  commissioned. 


Second.  There  was  no  assurance  that 
the  National  Guard  would  be  provided 
with  personnel  to  maintain  the  guard  at 
its  approved  strength. 

Third.  There  was  no  limits  as  to  the 
minimum  or  maximum  number  to  be 
enlisted  in  the  6-month  training  pro¬ 
gram. 

All  of  the  above  features — both  those 
to  which  I  was  opposed  and  those  which 
were  not  properly  taken  care  of  have 
been  resolved  by  your  committee  and  are 
amply  provided  for  in  the  bill  now  being 
considered. 

I  endorse  this  bill  and  recommend  its 
full  support  to  you.  I  assure  you  that 
it  provides  the  legislation  which  the 
President  requested  in  his  special  mes¬ 
sage  of  January  13. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  have 
mentioned  this  before  to  the  gentleman 
who  is  speaking.  Yesterday  someone 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House  a 
statement  that  the  Naval  Reserve  Asso¬ 
ciation  was  not  supporting  this  measure. 
They  were  highly  incensed,  and  sent  me 
this  telegram  and  asked  me  to  read  it  in 
the  Record  this  morning.  It  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Naval  Reserve  Association  quoted  as 
against  H.  R.  5297.  NRA  was  against  orig¬ 
inal  administration  bill  H.  R.  2667  because 
of  compulsory  features.  NRA  is  in  favor  of 
H.  R.  5297  and  urges  its  passage. 

Clayton  Burwell. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

*  Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  just  said,  or  at  least  I  under¬ 
stood  him  to  say,  that  he  did  not  know 
of  any  reason  why  anyone  should  op¬ 
pose  the  bill. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  did  not  say  it  exactly 
that  way.  I  said  I  could  not  see,  as  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber] 
said,  how  anyone  could  be  embarrassed 
in  giving  his  full  support  to  this  legisla¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  the  correction.  If 
the  members  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  will  give  some  of  us  an  oppor¬ 
tunity,  we  will  try  to  tell  you  why  some 
of  us  cannot  support  it. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 
That  is  what  makes  this  a  great  country. 
We  all  express  our  own  opinions  here 
in  the  well  of  the  House. 

I  may  as  well  say  at  the  outset  that 
when  this  legislation  was  first  proposed 
and  came  down  to  our  committee  I  had 
some  misgivings  about  it.  I  made  some 
noise  in  opposition  to  the  plan  originally. 
But  I  sat  day  in  and  day  out,  weeks  and 
weeks,  on  this  legislation,  and  I  know 
that  this  is  a  Reserve  plan  written  by 
Congress  itself,  by  a  congressional  com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  true  that  the  original  pro¬ 
posal  came  down  from  the  military,  from 
the  Pentagon,  but  I  know  of  no  other 
piece  of  legislation  that  has  been  gone 
over  more  thoroughly  by  a  congressional 
committee  than  this  Reserve  plan.  I 
think  we  have  a  plan  here  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
can  conscientiously  support,  and  I  am 
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convinced  they  will  do  so,  because  I 
know  we  are  all  interested  in  national 
security.  I  know  we  want  a  Reserve 
plan  that  will  work.  I  think  this  plan 
will  work. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  The  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  said 
that  this  was  only  for  4  years.  Does  the 
gentleman  believe  that  after  4  years 
we  could  do  away  with  the  draft  law  and 
this  emergency  law,  too? 

Mr.  PRICE.  Of  course,  I  am  not  a 
prophet,  but  I  will  say  this,  that  another 
Congress  when  that  time  comes  will  be 
in  a  position  to  make  that  decision. 
It  is  not  permanent  legislation,  it  is  leg¬ 
islation  with  a  time  limit,  with  an  ex¬ 
piration  date,  that  can  be  reconsidered 
at  an  appropriate  time.  I  would  not 
want  to  speak  for  the  Congress  4  years 
from  now  because  I,  like  many  others, 
may  not  be  here  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Since  there 
is  a  termination  date  in  the  legislation 
of  1959,  I  believe,  would  it  be  wise  to 
make  a  termination  date  say  of  4  years, 
perhaps,  in  the  time  that  they  are  in 
the  Reserve  to  correspond  with  the  ter¬ 
mination  date  in  the  legislation? 

Mr.  PRICE.  Not  for  the  completion  of 
the  Reserve  obligation,  otherwise  you 
would  not  have  much  of  a  plan  to  de¬ 
velop  a  Reserve.  The  idea  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  is  to  produce  a  back-up  force  for 
your  military  organization.  One  of  the 
main  ideas  of  this  plan  is  to  help  us  to 
reduce  the  standing  military  force. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  on  the  committee. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  remember  that  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  in  the  subcommittee 
moved  that  we  write  our  own  bill,  and 
we  have  done  that  very  thing? 

Mr.  PRICE.  That  is  exactly  what  we 
did. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
we,  as  a  subcommittee  had  the  assistance 
of  the  spokesman  for  all  of  the  reserves 
of  the  country  as  they  sat  around  the 
table  and  assisted  writing  this  bill? 

Mr.  PRICE.  That  is  absolutely  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  all  listened 
with  more  than  considerable  interest  for 
almost  2  days  to  the  arguments  which 
have  been  propounded  by  many  of  my 
colleagues  who  are  obviously  working  to 
build  up  the  proper  frame  of  mind  to 
give  this  measure  a  better  chance  to 
pass.  It  is  the  old  story  wherein  psy¬ 
chology  is  used  in  an  effort  to  scare  us 
into  acquiescence.  To  follow  the  think¬ 
ing  which  has  been  advanced  by  some 
of  the  proponents  of  this  measure  would 
no  doubt  cause  many  of  us  to  leave  the 
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Congress  in  a  state  of  fright.  It  is  the 
same  argument  which  has  been  repeated 
time  and  time  again  when  this  type 
measure  is  before  the  Congress.  We  are 
told  that  we  are  on  the  brink  of  war; 
we  are  told  that  we  may  be  annihilated 
immediately  if  some  form  of  universal 
military  training  bill  is  not  passed.  An 
attempt  is  made  to  cause  those  who  are 
not  stampeded  into  this  line  of  thought 
to  feel  as  if  the  hour  of  doom  is  about 
to  strike  and  they  are  responsible  be¬ 
cause  of  their  reticence  to  go  along  with 
'  the  military. 

Take  a  look  at  Germany.  She  im¬ 
posed  universal  military  training  on  her 
citizens  with  the  thought  that  she  would 
become  invincible  but  today  she  is  non¬ 
existent  as  a  military  power.  What 
nation  under  the  sun  which  has  prac¬ 
ticed  universal  military  training  has 
been  able  to  continue  in  existence  as  a 
military  power?  They  have  all  gone  the 
same  way.  We  are  told  that  we  are 
missing  the  point,  and  while  my  time  is 
short,  I  do  hope  to  be  able  to  get  over  a 
few  basic  fundamentals  in  what  I  have 
to  say.  There  is  a  lot  of  talk  about  the 
fairness  of  universal  military  training. 
To  me  this  is  grossly  unfair.  What  fair¬ 
ness  is  there  in  the  idea  of  picking  a 
young  boy  before  he  has  time  to  receive 
the  full  guidance  or  training  of  his  par¬ 
ents  at  home,  taking  him  from  his 
mother’s  knee  and  the  parental  counsel 
of  his  father,  and  placing  him  in  a  mili¬ 
tary  organization?  You  may  say  this 
is  not  universal  military  training  but  it 
certainly  leaves  the  door  wide  open  for 
military  training.  Who  can  dispute  that 
the  time  to  build  character  in  our  youth 
is  from  14  to  19  years  of  age?  Who  can 
dispute  that  the  best  place  to  build  char¬ 
acter  is  at  home  under  the  guidance, 
the  care,  the  love,  and  the  interest  of  a 
mother  and  father?  One  of  our  Nation’s 
foremost  problems  today  lies  in  the  large 
proportions  of  juvenile  delinquency  that 
exists  and  that  is  a  fact  we  deplore  but 
here  today  not  one  word  has  been  said 
about  the  spiritual  factor  of  this  measure. 
Not  one  word  is  said  which  would  enable 
the  fathers  and  mothers  of  these  boys 
and  girls  to  teach  them  to  worship  God 
in  the  way  they  saw  fit.  We  come  to  the 
cause  of  why  we  have  won  our  wars. 
Some  say  that  it  is  because  of  prepared¬ 
ness  but  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  a  factor 
which  is  equally  as  powerful.  May  I  say 
on  this  floor  today  that  the  most  power¬ 
ful  force  in  the  whole  world  and  some¬ 
thing  we  are  inclined  to  omit  too  much 
of  the  time  is  the  power  of  prayer  and 
humility  before  God  Almighty. 

Yes,  we  have  won  our  wars  but  count¬ 
less  thousands  of  fathers  and  mothers 
have  spent  nights  in  prayer  for  their 
sons  who  were  engaged  in  war  on  foreign 
battlefields.  None  can  deny  that  this 
has  had  its  effect.  Let  us  not  say  we  are 
doing  one  thing  and  do  something  else. 
Let  us  not  give  the  impression  that  what 
is  proposed  is  for  only  a  few  years.  Let 
it  be  clearly  understood  at  the  outset 
that  what  is  proposed  is  for  a  period  of 
8  long  years  and  not  just  a  short  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  my  sincere  hope 
that  we  here  today  will  not  be  swayed 
by  the  words  of  those  who  clatter  the 
swords.  Without  a  doubt  the  military 


want  this  bill,  and  the  people  who  are 
getting  ready  for  war  want  this  bill ;  yes, 
Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  imperative  that  we 
get  ready  for  something  else,  too.  We 
must  be  ready  to  give  the  youth  of  our 
Nation  a  chance  for  their  fathers  and 
mothers  to  prepare  them  mentally, 
morally,  and  spiritually,  for  by  so  doing 
our  Nation  will  surely  be  a  stronger,  bet¬ 
ter  place  in  which  to  live. 

(Mr.  LONG  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  is  recognized. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
seek  recognition  as  a  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
has  been  recognized;  he  does  not  need 
to  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

OUR  YOUNG  MEN  ARE  NOT  COWARDS 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  my  judgment — and  that  is 
all  anyone  can  express — the  present  bill, 
with  somewhat  similar  legislation  previ¬ 
ously  enacted,  with  legislation  which  will 
certainly  follow,  will  more  grievously  af¬ 
fect  the  lives  of  more  people  than  any 
legislation  which  has  been  enacted  in  the 
last  20  years.  This  bill  and  legislation 
designed  to  accomplish  the  same  purpose 
will  order  and  rule  the  lives  of  our  young 
women  and  young  men,  affect  the  ability 
of  our  future  citizens  to  pay  the  taxes 
which  must  be  levied  and  collected  if  we 
are  to  have  a  national  defense,  if  the 
Armed  Forces  are  to  continue  to  exist. 
A  man  in  the  armed  services  is  not  pri¬ 
marily  a  taxpayer. 

Certainly,  a  young  man  whose  plans 
for  a  future  existence  are  rendered  im¬ 
possible  of  accomplishment  by  forced 
military  service  will  never  be  able  to  con¬ 
tribute  as  generously  through  tax  dollars 
as  he  would  if  left  free  to  plan  and  order 
his  own  future.  A  man  in  the  armed 
services  is  a  liability  rather  than  an  asset 
if  considered  solely  from  the  position  of 
the  tax  collector. 

I  have  heard  the  statement  made  that 
this  bill  does  not  impose  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  That  I  know,  but  I  know 
that  it  is  but  the  beginning.  When  we 
have  this  law  and  what  is  sure  to  come 
after  it,  it  will  mean  UMT,  and  I  want 
no  part  of  it. 

Why  is  the  bill  here?  In  my  judgment, 
it  is  here  because  of  our  present  and 
past  foreign  policy.  We  are  trying  to  do 
something  we  just  cannot  do :  extend  our 
activities  all  over  the  world,  throughout 
the  world,  to  teach  other  people  by  one 
means  or  another  what  they  shall  think, 
what  they  shall  do.  How  they  shall  live. 
What  they  shall  eat  and  wear.  In  what 
type  of  houses  they  shall  dwell.  What 
form  of  government  they  shall  have. 
That  task,  whether  we  seek  to  accom¬ 
plish  it  by  education,  by  peaceful  per¬ 
suasion,  or  whether  we  attempt  to  do  it 
by  force,  is  beyond  our  ability  to  ac¬ 
complish.  We  have,  as  we  have  had  ever 
since  the  beginning  of  the  New  Deal,  an 
unsound,  unworkable  foreign  policy. 


It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Navy 
does  not  ask  for  this  bill.  The  Marines 
no  not  ask  for  it.  But  the  Army  wants 
it.  If  my  information  is  correct,  men 
and  women  in  sufficient  number  volun¬ 
teer  for  the  Navy  and  for  the  Marines. 
But  they  want  no  part  of  the  Army.  I 
wonder  if  it  ever  occurred  to  those  who 
control  the  activities  and  the  procedures 
of  the  Army  that  there  might  be  some¬ 
thing  wrong  with  their  system?  Perhaps 
a  little  quiet,  thoughtful  self-examina¬ 
tion  by  some  of  the  so-called  Army  brass 
might  be  helpful  in  solving  some  of  their 
problems. 

This  bill  carries  with  it  the  implication 
that  the  young  men — and  I  might  add 
the  young  women,  because  if  Anna 
Rosenberg  had  her  way  they  would  be  in 
the  armed  services  as  well  as  the  young 
men — that  the  present  generation  lacks 
in  courage  or  ability  to  fight  battles 
which  are  necessary  for  the  preservation 
of  home  and  country.  I  challenge  that 
thought,  idea,  or  statement.  Firmly 
convinced  am  I  that  no  matter  what  hap¬ 
pens  succeeding  generations  will  carry 
on  and  that  under  the  good  Lord  this 
country  will  not  be  wiped  off  the  face  of 
the  earth — the  world  left  without  a  Na¬ 
tion  where  there  is  freedom,  where  there 
is  progress,  where  there  is  opportunity. 
If  we  will  give  our  young  people  some¬ 
thing  that  is  dear  to  their  hearts,  that 
affects  their  welfare — to  fight  for,  if  we 
have  an  issue  where  this  country  is  en¬ 
dangered,  where  the  safety  of  the  Re¬ 
public  or  the  welfare  of  our  people  is  at 
stake.  I  am  thoroughly  convinced  we 
have  plenty  of  volunteers.  What  then  is 
the  trouble?  In  my  judgment  the  trou¬ 
ble  lies  in  the  fact  that  we  have  a  foreign 
policy  in  which  a  majority  of  our  people 
do  not  believe.  It  is  a  foreign  policy 
which  they  do  not  think  is  necessary  to 
either  preserve  the  independence  of  the 
citizen,  his  liberty,  his  opportunities  or 
the  security  of  the  Republic.  This  is  the 
greatest  country  in  the  world,  so  we  are 
told  by  those  who  should  know 

But  we  have  a  foreign  policy  which  not 
only  seems  designed  to  aid  every  other 
people,  every  other  nation,  in  every  pos¬ 
sible  way,  regardless  of  the  wants,  the 
thinking,  or  the  desires  of  those  upon 
whom  we  would  impose  our  generosity, 
our  will,  a  policy  which  if  continued  will 
in  the  end — and  this  no  one  questions— 
strip  us  of  our  national  resources,  destroy 
our  manpower,  undermine  the  allegiance 
of  our  people  to  our  Nation,  destroy  their 
faith  in  the  soundness  of  judgment  and 
the  patriotism  of  those  they  elect  to 
office. 

We  have  all  seen  the  young  people 
come  here  during  the  last  few  weeks — 
young  men,  young  women,  boys,  and 
girls,  thousands  of  them.  They  have 
been  here  day  after  day.  I  wonder  what 
they  think  of  us  when  we  by  legislation 
of  this  type  just  wipe  out  all  the  free¬ 
doms,  all  of  the  liberties,  all  of  the  op¬ 
portunities  for  wdiich  our  revolutionary 
forefathers  fought,  impose  upon  these 
young  people  the  same  sort  of  military 
servitude  which  their  ancestors  came 
here  to  escape. 

I  wonder  what  they  think  when  we 
take  out  of  their  lives  the  8  most  forma¬ 
tive  years. 
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Do  they  wish  to  go  to  school,  to  col¬ 
lege,  to  take  special  training?  “Wait,” 
says  the  Army — “wait  8  long  years  until 
we  are  through  with  you.” 

Has  nature  had  its  way  with  them? 
Do  they  want  to  get  married?  “Wait,” 
says  the  Army. 

Do  they  want  homes?  “Never  mind,” 
says  the  Army — “wait  until  we  are 
through  with  you.” 

Do  they  wish  to  have  a  family,  chil¬ 
dren,  boys,  and  girls,  with  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  be  educated  to  carry  on,  to  keep 
in  existence  this  great  and  glorious  Re¬ 
public?  “Oh,  wait,”  says  the  Army. 

John,  or  Bill,  or  Henry,  or  Mike  may  be 
required  to  fight  on  foreign  soil  not  for 
the  preservation  of  the  Union  but  to  im¬ 
plement  a  foreign  policy  established  by 
United  Nations.  And  “Oh,  yes,”  says  the 
Army,  “perhaps  Roger,  David,  or  Phil, 
while  fighting  abroad — not  under  the 
Stars  and  Stripes  but  under  the  United 
Nations — may  pick  up  a  wife,  a  Jap,  a 
Chink,  and  bring  her  home.” 

Well,  perhaps  the  originators  of  our 
foreign  policy  have  a  thought  for  the 
girl  who  has  been  left  behind — maybe 
she  can  get  a  refugee  or  a  displaced  per¬ 
son  to  marry  and  father  children. 

By  legislation  of  this  type  we  just 
slam  shut  the  door  of  opportunity  to  all 
of  the  young  folks  of  today  and  tomor¬ 
row.  We  give  back  to  this  country  the 
system  of  military  training,  of  military 
conscription,  which  the  Pilgrim  Fathers 
and  all  those  who  came  to  this  country 
seeking  freedom  and  opportunity  fought 
so  long,  so  successfully  to  escape. 

I  want  no  part  of  any  such  program. 

What  we  need  is  a  foreign  policy  tail¬ 
ored  to  our  ability  to  successfully  main¬ 
tain — a  policy  which  will  protect  the  in¬ 
terests  of  our  country,  of  our  people. 

To  such  a  policy  the  traditional  Amer¬ 
ican  way  of  national  defense  can  suc¬ 
cessfully  be  fitted  without  destroying 
either  freedom  of  the  individual  or  im¬ 
pairing  the  security  of  the  Nation. 

Rather  than  attempt  to  shape  and  fit 
a  military  policy  to  an  unsound  foreign 
policy,  let  us  start  at  the  fountainhead 
and  give  to  this  country  a  foreign  policy 
tailored  to  our  ability,  to  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  the  interests  of  our  Nation  and 
its  people. 

The  statesmen  of  every  other  nation 
keep  the  welfare  of  their  own  country 
and  their  own  people  always  in  mind.  I 
know  of  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
do  likewise. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

(Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  suport  of  H.  R.  5297,  a  bill  which, 
in  my  opinion,  will  provide  the  Nation 
with  an  adequate  Reserve.  It  appears 
that  to  qualify  for  the  purpose  of  dis¬ 
cussing  this  bill  one  should  mention  his 
military  background.  With  this  in  mind, 
I  should  like  to  point  out  that  on  April  29, 
1955,  I  finished  38  years  as  a  member 
of  the  United  States  Naval  Reserve.  I 
now  command  a  brigade  of  Naval  Re¬ 
serves;  60  divisions,  3,000  men.  I  attend 
drills  regularly,  and  tonight  if  any  of 


you  want  to  visit  our  unit,  if  you  will 
come  down  to  the  auditorium  on  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  you  will  see  one  of  the 
units  in  action.  Therefore,  I  feel  quali¬ 
fied  to  talk  about  the  Reserves. 

After  World  War  I  I  joined  the  Re¬ 
serves.  I  recall  when  the  Congress  took 
away  from  us  our  drill  pay  in  1925.  I 
recall  when  World  War  II  broke  out. 
Those  of  us  who  were  in  the  Reserves 
quit  our  jobs.  I  resigned  my  seat  in  the 
Congress  and  took  up  my  commission 
as  an  officer  aboard  a  destroyer  in  the 
North  Atlantic.  A  lot  of  us  oldtimers 
in  the  Reserves  have  worried  about  the 
future  of  the  Reserves  and,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  we  are  in  favor  of  this  legislation 
almost  unanimously. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  There  has 
been  a  good  deal  of  discussion  about  the 
weaknesses  and  the  evils  of  the  Reserve 
system.  In  spite  of  that  fact,  and  the 
merits  of  the  contention  that  all  has 
not  been  as  well  as  it  should  have  been 
for  the  Reserves,  does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  that  the  Reserves,  for  better 
or  for  worse,  contributed  a  very  vital  and 
almost  necessary  role  in  the  defense  of 
the  country  in  the  last  two  wars? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  You  are  absolutely 
right.  With  reference  to  the  7th  Fleet 
in  the  far  Pacific,  95  percent  of  the  per¬ 
sonnel  were  Reserve  officers  and  enlisted 
men.  In  Korea  the  Marine  Corps  called 
up  practically  every  Reserve  they  had 
in  their  air  and  land  Reserve  units.  In 
addition,  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force 
did  likewise.  In  addition,  let  us  not  for¬ 
get  the  National  Guard  divisions  that 
served  in  Korea  because  they  were  all 
Reserves. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Am  I  correct  in 
saying  that  the  gentleman  was  talking 
about  the  Naval  Reserve? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman 
means  my  membership? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Yes. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Yes. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Am  I  correct  in 
saying  that  this  bill  does  not  have  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  the  Naval  Reserve? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  It  has  a  lot  to  do 
with  the  Naval  Reserve. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Does  the  Navy 
take  part? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  Navy  partici¬ 
pates.  All  branches  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  participate,  and  the  hearings  will 
substantiate  that  fact. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  think  I  can  show 
the  gentleman  that  that  is  not  so.  The 
word  “Navy”  is  not  mentioned  once  in 
this  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  call  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  gentleman  a  letter  dated 
May  18  from  Admiral  Carney,  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations,  addressed  to  me,  re¬ 


May  18 

ceived  this  morning.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  permit  me  to  read  what  it  says? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Yes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  letter  reads  in  part 
as  follows: 

I  support  this  bill  not  only  as  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations,  but  also  from  my  position 
as  a  member  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
and  believe  that  it  strengthens  the  Navy’s 
position  with  respect  to  its  Reserves  and  will 
also  improve  the  overall  national  military 
posture.  *  *  *  The  provisions  of  the  bill, 
H.  R.  5297,  include  measures  which  we  do  not 
now  possess  which  will  improve  further  the 
quality  of  the  Navy’s  Reserve  forces. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  is  correct. 
The  spokesmen  for  the  Navy  and  also 
the  Air  Force  appeared  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  they  said  they  hoped  to  get 
the  necessary  number  of  enlisted  men 
through  their  program  that  they  have  in 
effect  and  is  in  effect  at  the  present  time, 
and  if  they  were  not  successful,  then 
they  would  call  upon  the  6-month 
trainees  to  fill  vacancies  in  their  Reserve 
units. 

Mr.  Chairman,  many  of  us  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  remember 
what  took  place  during  the  Korean  war, 
and  it  was  my  privilege  to  serve  on  a  sub¬ 
committee  that  released  this  report  titled 
“Recall  and  Release  of  Reservists.” 

Let  me  read  to  you  just  a  few  of  the 
paragraphs: 

To  accomplish  an  immediate  expansion,  as 
contrasted  with  a  phased  enlargement,  it  was 
necessary  to  involuntarily  order  to  active 
duty  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  and  the  National  Guard. 

Let  me  continue  to  read: 

As  a  result  of  this  administrative  failure 
on  the  part  of  the  Armed  Forces  the  Nation 
has  been  treated  to  the  spectacle  of  serious 
inequities  being  perpetrated  daily  through¬ 
out  the  country.  Inactive  reservists  who 
were  grandfathers  with  grown  children  were 
involuntarily  called  to  duty  while  nonveteran 
youngsters  remained  at  home  *  *  *.  En¬ 
listed  men  with  multiple  dependents,  I  with 
10  children,  were  involuntarily  ordered  to 
duty  while  single  men  remained  behind  be¬ 
cause  of  their  membership  in  an  organized 
unit.  Reservists  were  picked  out  of  college 
and  ordered  to  report  for  active  duty  in  a 
matter  of  days  while  their  draft-protected 
nonveteran  schoolmates  continued  to  safely 
lounge  on  the  campus. 

Continuing  to  read,  the  report  says: 

Inactive  reservists  who  were  employed  in 
essential  industries  were  not  allowed  cancel¬ 
lation  of  orders.  Homes  were  broken,  busi¬ 
nesses  lost,  and,  because  of  service  negligence, 
we  have  the  unpleasant  picture  of  some  re¬ 
servists  being  left  behind  who  should  have 
been  called  first,  some  being  called  first  who 
should  have  been  called  last,  many  being 
called  who,  because  of  the  national  interest, 
should  never  have  been  called,  and  still  others 
attempting  to  volunteer  for  active  duty  and 
not  being  accepted. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  Reserves  that  I 
have  been  reading  about  had  been  sepa¬ 
rated  from  the  Armed  Forces  following 
World  War  II  and  they  were  recalled  for 
active  duty  in  the  Korean  war  when 
those  who  had  never  performed  any  mili¬ 
tary  service  should  have  been  used. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  look  at  the  pic¬ 
ture  today.  Much  has  been  said  about 
the  Reserves  of  today  and  especially  the 
Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps.  In  1952  the 
Navy,  according  to  budget  allowances. 
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were  authorized  194,000  men  and  they 
were  able  to  muster  123,000;  that  is,  offi¬ 
cers  and  men.  In  1953,  according  to  the 
budget,  they  were  allowed  179,000  officers 
and  men  and  they  were  only  able  to  get 
135,000.  In  June  1954  they  were  allowed 
152,000  officers  and  men  and  they  only 
were  able  to  recruit  139,000  officers  and 
men. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  look  at  the  Army. 
In  1952  the  Army  was  allowed  205,000  by 
the  budget  but  were  able  to  muster 
only  134,000.  On  June  30,  1954,  the 
Army  was  allowed  210,000  and  they  could 
recruit  only  136,000.  These  figures  prove 
that  the  Reserve  units  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  have  not  been  recruited  to  their 
authorized  strength  during  the  fiscal 
years  of  1952,  1953,  and  1954.  May  I  add 
the  same  condition  applies  as  far  as  the 
Marine  Corps  and  Air  Force  units  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  Chairman,  of  all  the  men  in  the 
Reserves  today,  76.1  percent  had  from 
12  to  24  months  of  active  duty,  or  in 
other  words,  nearly  three-fourths  of  all 
the  Reserves  today  are  veterans  with  12 
or  more  months  of  active  duty. 

To  be  more  specific:  75  percent  of  the 
men  in  the  Army  Reserve  today  are  for¬ 
mer  servicemen;  the  Naval  Reserve,  52.8 
percent;  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  89.1 
percent;  and  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  82.8 
percent. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  all 
adds  up  to  this.  If  we  have  another 
grave  emergency,  we  are  going  to  have 
to  take  the  same  men  who  bore  the 
brunt  of  battle  in  World  War  H  and  in 
Korea. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  You  are  definitely 
right. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They  will 
be  called  up  a  third  time. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Yes;  and  in  the 
next  war  there  may  be  some  of  us  old- 
timers  from  World  War  I  called  to  active 
duty. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  that  these  men  who  volun¬ 
teer  for  the  Reserve  ought  to  be  called 
up?  How  many  of  the  men  included  in 
the  figures  the  gentleman  quoted  are  in 
the  volunteer  Reserves? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  They  are  all  Vol¬ 
unteer  Reserves. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Why  should  they  not  be 
called  up  if  they  volunteer  for  it? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  is  our  prob¬ 
lem.  Our  Reserve  is  composed  of  vol¬ 
unteers  but  not  enough  of  them  and  we 
have  to  depend  upon  this  bill  to  build  up 
the  authorized  strength  of  each  unit. 
The  figures  I  cited  prove  that  you  can¬ 
not  do  it  by  volunteers  who  are  already 
veterans. 

Mr.  GROSS.  A  compulsory  Reserve. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  No,  not  neces¬ 
sarily.  Much  has  been  said  about  there 
having  been  no  effort  made  to  recruit 
young  men  for  the  Reserves.  In  Penn¬ 
sylvania  we  conducted  what  was  known 
as  Operation  Penn  Test.  It  was  de¬ 
signed  to  swell  the  ranks  of  the  State 


Army  Reserve  and  National  Guard  units, 
and  it  is  described  today  as  a  complete 
flop  by  the  Pennsylvania  Army  Reserve 
commander. 

Let  me  read  from  an  article  by  Inter- 
National  News  Service  dated  Friday,  May 
6,  1955. 

The  article  says  in  part — quoting  Gen. 
Albert  Stackpole,  of  Harrisburg,  Pa.: 

Penn  Test  was  started  by  the  Defense 
Department  shortly  after  the  Korean  war 
and  was  aimed  at  men  being  released  from 
military  service. 

Mr.  Chairman,  reading  further  from 
the  INS  article,  let  me  cite  some  of  the 
experiences  Penn  Test  faced  as  young 
men  were  interviewed  in  an  effort  to 
recruit  them  for  the  National  Guard 
and  the  Army  Reserve. 

The  INS  article  says: 

When  Penn  Test  was  inaugurated  in 
Philadelphia,  Gen.  Albert  Stackpole,  who 
commands  a  Reserve  division  reported  that 
Reserve  units  sent  recruiters  to  homes  of 
prospective  members. 

“In  at  least  one  case,”  he  said,  "the  team 
was  given  the  heave-ho  off  the  front  porch.” 

The  response  to  Reserve  recruiting  has 
been  better  in  rural  areas  than  in  metro¬ 
politan  centers,  according  to  General 
Stackpole. 

Therefore,  an  effort  was  made  to  re¬ 
cruit  boys  for  the  Reserves  but  they  have 
not  responded.  Today  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve  is  in  fair  condition.  So  is  the 
Marine  Reserves.  The  Air  Force  Re¬ 
serve  is  coming  along  nicely.  But  the 
Army  has  thousands  of  commissioned 
and  noncommissioned  officers,  but  they' 
are  sadly  lacking  in  enlisted  personnel. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  all  of  us  have 
very  deep  feelings  about  this  proposed 
legislation  when  it  involves  the  lives  and 
the  future  of  our  children.  But  I  think  it 
is  no  time  to  let  sentiment  control  our 
thinking.  It  is  a  time  to  take  seriously 
our  obligations  imposed  upon  us  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  national  defense  of  this  Na¬ 
tion. 

I  want  to  make  only  two  comments 
about  this  bill.  The  first  is  that  if  we  are 
ever  to  balance  the  budget  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  we  must  somehow  find  a  way  to  re¬ 
duce  spending  for  national  defense. 
Only  on  yesterday  I  helped  write  a  report 
on  an  appropriation  bill  cutting  from  the 
budget  estimates  over  $200  million.  But 
even  so,  it  has  no  effect  on  the  total 
budget  requested  by  the  administration 
because  the  majority  of  that  is  in  the 
field  of  national  defense.  The  only  way 
to  cut  national  defense  spending  is  to 
provide  a  strong  Reserve,  an  Active  Re¬ 
serve,  a  well  trained  Reserve,  one  that  is 
ready  to  be  mobilized  on  a  moment’s  no¬ 
tice.  And  that  is  exactly  what  this  bill 
is  designed  to  do. 

So  I  do  not  think  we  can  afford  to  let 
sentiment  enter  into  this  picture  at  all. 
The  wonderful  objective  sought  by  my 
friend  from  North  Carolina  is  most  laud¬ 
able.  But  it  is  so  weak  in  principle  that 
I  absolutely  deplore  the  proposition  that 
he  has  made  here. 


The  idea  of  trying  to  train  soldiers  on 
the  installment  plan  is  reprehensible  to 
me.  You  have  to  train  them  on  a  con¬ 
tinuous  basis  and  plan  the  basis  to  make 
the  soldier  a  finished  product.  The  idea 
of  sending  him  out  for  3  months  to  a 
summer  camp  and  bringing  him  back 
and  sending  him  out  for  3  months  longer, 
when  the  military  objectives  have 
changed. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  wonder  if  the  plan 
in  the  bill,  which  provides  for  the  6 
months’  training  and  1  night  a  week  for 
48  weeks,  is  good  enough?  It  certainly 
does  not  comply  with  the  gentleman’s 
remark  just  made — “you  have  to  train 
them  on  a  continuous  basis.” 

Mr.  PRESTON.  There  is  a  big  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  3  months  and  the  6 
months. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Is  not  this  the  practi¬ 
cal  objective,  that  we  seek  to  make  our 
Nation  strong  mentally  as  well  as  mili¬ 
tarily? 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Yes,  indeed  it  is,  but 
by  your  very  plan  you  are  going  to  make 
it  weaker.  The  idea  of  trying  to  train 
soldiers  3  months  at  a  time  and  have  a 
strong  Reserve  is  unthinkable  to  me.  I 
say  that  as  a  man  who  served  in  World 
War  II  and  had  the  responsibility  for 
training  soldiers.  I  know  it  takes  at 
least  6  months  to  make  a  good,  well- 
trained,  hardened  man.  You  cannot  do 
it  in  3  months. 

We  might  as  well  face  up  to  our  re¬ 
sponsibility  on  this  bill.  It  is  a  very 
popular  idea  to  say,  “Yes,  let  them  go 
to  school,  send  them  3  months  and  bring 
them  back  home.  Mothers  will  be  happy 
and  fathers  will  be  happy.”  Of  course 
they  will.  It  is  not  easy  to  legislate  on 
this  proposition  of  national  defense. 

You  remember  in  1941  when  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  was  extended  by  one  vote? 
Think  of  what  happened.  Almost  half 
of  this  body  sat  here  and  quibbled  about 
extending  Selective  Service  in  1941,  right 
before  the  terrible  holocaust  broke  out. 
It  may  well  break  out  again  next  month, 
or  within  2  weeks.  We  must  rise  to  our 
responsibility.  We  must  pass  this  bill. 
We  must  provide  for  an  adequate  Re¬ 
serve  and  try  to  reduce  the  budget  that 
we  are  laboring  under. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  the  hope  of  the 
representative  from  the  Second  District 
of  Illinois  that  there  will  be  no  limitation 
on  the  debate  of  this  bill  under  the  5- 
minute  rule.  In  this  Chamber  today  a 
momentous  decision  is  in  the  process  of 
formation.  The  minds  of  many  Mem¬ 
bers  with  whom  I  have  talked  are  still 
open.  The  manner  of  the  voting  is  still 
to  be  determined.  In  such  a  situation, 
when  what  is  said  here  is  not  for  the 
record,  but  for  the  real  purpose  of  debate 
in  influencing  by  reason  the  nature  of 
the  momentous  decision  we  are  about  to 
make,  every  Member  should  be  encour¬ 
aged  to  say  freely  and  fully  what  is  on 
his  mind  and  in  his  conscience. 

On  Tuesday  the  general  debate  was 
limited  to  4  hours.  It  was  a  sincere  and 
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a  brilliant  debate,  participated  in  by 
those  who  fortunately  have  been  in  a 
position  closer  to  the  issue.  Necessarily 
time  could  not  be  given  to  those  not 
members  of  the  committee  or  who  had 
lesser  prestige  in  this  body.  The  debate 
now  has  reached  the  stage  under  which 
we  are  proceeding  under  the  5-minute 
rule.  Rather  than  limit  the  debate  at 
this  stage  I  think  it  is  better  that  we 
should  prepare  to  remain  here,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  into  the  late  hours  of  the  day  and 
then  if  Members  still  desire  to  be  heard 
we  should  continue  the  discussion  into 
the  second  day. 

What  we  are  determining  is  the  pat¬ 
tern  of  the  lives  of  our  children.  It  will 
be  the  pattern  for  the  lives  of  genera¬ 
tions  that  have  not  yet  come  upon  the 
stage  of  American  life.  It  may  be  that 
with  our  ascendancy  to  world  power  it 
may  become  necessary  to  discard  an  old 
pattern  and  to  fix  a  new  pattern.  But 
let  us  not  deceive  ourselves  as  to  the 
significance  and  the  substance  of  what 
we  are  doing. 

I  come  from  a  generation  when  the 
stream  of  a  new  and  rich  immigration 
was  fleeing  from  the  compulsory  military 
service  of  Europe  to  find  in  our  land  the 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pursuit 
of  happiness  in  a  climate  of  peaceful 
intentions.  Many  of  that  period  came 
to  our  shores  from  Germany.  Much  as 
they  loved  the  land  of  their  birth,  and 
the  associations  with  dear  friends  with 
whom  they  had  been  reared,  their  desire 
to  live  normal  lives  in  a  climate  of  peace 
led  to  the  severance  of  old  ties  and  the 
joining  of  their  lots  with  our  lot. 

Germany  then  was  strong.  She  was 
engaged  in  a  rivalry  with  Prance  and 
with  England.  The  system  of  compul¬ 
sory  military  training  and  service  was 
fixed  upon  the  Germans  under  the  argu¬ 
ment  that  Germany  had  potential  ene¬ 
mies  and  that  to  combat  them  and  their 
designs  it  was  necessary  for  the  lives  of 
all  German  youths  to  be  mortgaged  to 
the  military  service  of  the  nation.  From 
the  sidelines,  we,  in  a  happier  America, 
looked  and  wondered.  We  saw  the  be¬ 
ginning  and  the  development  of  a  race 
of  armaments  and  we  asked  ourselves 
how  could  people  be  so  foolish  as  not  to 
know  the  logical  end. 

There  is  no  truer  saying  than  this: 
“He  who  lives  by  the  sword  shall  die  by 
the  sword.”  He  who  places  a  chip  upon 
his  shoulder  will  find  someone  who  will 
try  to  knock  it  off.  He  who  is  smitten  on 
one  cheek  and  turns  the  other  in  the 
end  will  find  that  he  has  made  a  friend, 
the  sort  of  friend  that  comes  only  when 
the  avenue  to  friendship  is  love. 

What  came  to  Germany?  What  was 
the  price  of  compulsory  military  service? 
What  was  the  end  of  her  race  of  arma¬ 
ments?  One  war  after  another  until 
Germany  was  in  the  grave  nationally. 

Now  we  are  asked  to  accept  that  pat¬ 
tern. 

No  matter  what  you  call  it,  this  is 
universal  military  training.  We  are  told 
that  this  bill  will  affect  only  200,000  or 
250,000  young  men,  that  is  all.  Yet,  our 
great  gifted  leaders,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin]  and  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack],  tell  us  that  unless  we  pass 


this  bill,  the  security  of  our  country  is 
destroyed.  They  say  it  is  that  impor¬ 
tant.  If  this  is  not  in  fact  and  by  in¬ 
tention  only  the  beginning  of  what  is 
to  follow,  how  can  a  measure  that  pro¬ 
vides  a  Reserve  force  of  a  scant  250,000 
be  of  such  tremendous  importance  that 
the  failure  of  this  House  to  pass  it  today 
could  mean  that  the  future  of  our  coun¬ 
try  is  insecure  as  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin]  and  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack]  told  us?  No.  What  we  are 
passing  upon  today  is  universal  military 
training.  This  is  opening  the  door.  It 
is  opening  the  door  just  as  years  ago  they 
opened  it  in  Germany. 

During  the  debate  on  the  defense  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  last  week,  the  great 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  [Mr.  Cannon]  said: 

Heaven  help  us  if  we  ever  have  to  depend 
on  foot  soldiers  to  win  the  war  *  *  *  the 
Soviets  can  overrun  Europe  and  Asia  within 
30  to  60  days.  *  *  *  The  war  will  be  de¬ 
termined  in  the  first  10  days  or  2  weeks  *  *  * 
if  our  cities  are  bombed,  and  they  are  cer¬ 
tain  to  be  if  war  is  declared,  chaos  will  fol¬ 
low  *  *  *  we  could  not  bury  our  dead  *  *  * 
the  decisive  stage  of  the  war  would  be  over 
before  the  Reserves  could  fire  a  shot. 

The  great  chairman  from  Missouri, 
whose  long  and  distinguished  service  in 
this  body  places  him  in  position  of  tower¬ 
ing  prestige,  was  arguing  for  air  power. 
He  was  opposing  an  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  appropriation  for  more  infan¬ 
trymen,  and  the  gist  of  his  argument  was 
that  the  war  would  be  over  before  they 
get  into  the  fighting. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
the  minority  leader  and  the  beloved 
former  Speaker  [Mr.  Martin],  joined 
with  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Cannon]  in  opposition  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  provide  for  the  strengthening  of 
the  Army. 

Yet  today  our  former  Speaker  told  us 
that  the  security  of  our  country  de¬ 
pended  upon  the  authorization  for  a  re¬ 
serve  force  of  200,000  or  250,000.  Where 
is  the  consistency?  When  we  were  vot¬ 
ing  $31.5  billion  to  support  for  1  year 
our  Armed  Forces  we  were  told  that  we 
were  perfectly  safe  in  reducing  the  Army 
personnel.  We  were  told  that  this  was 
the  determination  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  that  he  who  was  the 
supreme  commander  of  the  most  power¬ 
ful  army  in  history  had  approved  the 
reduction  in  Army  strength. 

But  today  we  are  told  that  everything 
that  stands  between  our  country  and 
annihilation  is  the  creation  of  a  reserve 
force  of  some  200,000  men. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  taken  the  time 
of  the  Committee  today  because  of  the 
depth  of  my  feeling.  I  do  not  want  the 
door  opened  to  any  path  that  can  lead 
my  country  by  each  succeeding  step  away 
from  our  cherished  ways  of  peace  to  a 
new  and  dangerous  pattern. 

There  is  no  immediate  need.  Only 
recently  the  House  passed  an  extension 
of  the  Draft  Act  for  another  4  years. 
The  passage  of  this  measure,  which  pro¬ 
vides  only  for  a  handful  of  reservists, 
neither  can  add  nor  detract  to  our  meas¬ 
ure  of  security.  It  may  be  that  by  next 
year  circumstances  beyond  our  wish  and 
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contrary  to  our  prayers  may  force  us  to 
the  consideration  of  legislation  much, 
more  stringent,  much  more  inclusive. 
Or  it  may  be,  with  the  blessing  of  Heaven, 
that  when  we  convene  in  the  2d  session 
of  the  84th  Congress  the  present  clouds 
will  have  lifted  and  again  we  can  start 
back  to  the  old  ways  of  peace  and  of 
normal  lives.  Let  us  not  be  hasty.  Let 
us  not  change  the  pattern  of  life  for  our 
children  and  for  future  generations  un¬ 
til  there  is  no  alternative. 

Never  have  I  heard  more  eloquent  and 
stirring  appeals  than  those  that  were 
made  by  the  gentlemen  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Martin  and  Mr.  McCormack]. 
It  would  not  be  respectful  of  the  caliber 
of  the  statesmanship  of  these  great 
Americans  for  us  to  conclude  that  they 
were  not  more  concerned  in  what  was 
intended  in  the  future  than  what  is  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  second  very 
heartily  the  remarks  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Preston]. 
I,  too,  have  had  some  experience  in  train¬ 
ing  troops,  Reserves,  and  other  groups. 

There  is  no  substitute  for  at  least  6 
consecutive  months’  training,  in  my 
opinion,  and  I  want  to  associate  myself 
with  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  on  that  score. 

I  think  also  it  is  desirable  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  one  phase 
of  this  matter  that  has  altered  the  situ¬ 
ation  as  it  has  confronted  our  country 
in  the  past.  As  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber],  said 
earlier,  one  of  the  important  elements  of 
national  defense  is  to  be  able  to  pay  the 
bill.  The  economy  of  the  country  is  di¬ 
rectly  affected;  and,  as  has  been  pointed 
out  again  and  again,  we  can  spend  our¬ 
selves  into  defeat  just  as  well  as  we  might 
be  defeated  by  not  being  prepared.  The 
purpose  of  this  legislation,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  is  to  meet  a  very  serious  need 
right  at  that  point. 

In  the  past  the  Reserves,  in  spite  of 
criticism,  have  filled  a  very  important 
role  in  our  country’s  defense.  I  cannot 
imagine  where  we  might  have  been  in 
World  War  II  had  it  not  been  for  Re¬ 
serves,  inadequate  though  they  may  have 
been,  compared  with  what  we  would  have 
like  to  have  had,  but  they  represented  a 
backlog  of  trained  men,  a  pool  of  trained 
men,  and  that  is  about  all  they  have  ever 
represented  up  to  this  time  because, 
while  we  have  fine  organizations  of  offi¬ 
cers  and  in  some  cases  NCO’s,  as  of  today 
our  Reserve  units  lack  enlisted  men. 

Because  of  the  speed  with  which  dan¬ 
ger  can  come  upon  us  in  this  supersonic 
age  we  must  have  more  than  the  Reserve 
has  b^en  able  to  supply  us  in  the  past. 
It  is  not  sufficient  to  have  a  backlog  of 
trained,  experienced  veterans  who  can  be 
filled  into  vacant  spaces  in  existing  units 
and  who  can  be  organized  into  new  units. 
That  is  all  desirable,  and  it  is  essential, 
but  there  is  still  one  other  thing  we  must 
have  if  we  are  not  to  have  an  over¬ 
whelmingly  large  and  overcostly  stand¬ 
ing  Army,  and  that  is  units  that  can  be 
put  in  the  field  within  a  relatively  short 
space  of  time.  The  only  way  a  unit  can 
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be  put  in  the  field  is  to  have  it  trained  as 
such.  Under  the  provisions  of  this  bill 
one  of  the  important  things  it  will  ac¬ 
complish  is  to  supply  the  necessary 
young  men  who  will  be  identified  with  a 
particular  organization  to  fill  the  ranks 
of  units,  companies,  battalions,  and  divi¬ 
sions,  long  enough  so  that  unit  training 
can  be  given  and  the  time  in  which  the 
unit  can  take  the  field  in  time  of  need 
cut  down  immeasurably. 

Anyone  can  understand  that  no  mat¬ 
ter  how  well  trained  the  individuals  may 
be,  the  teamwork  necessary  in  modern 
military  activity  is  such  that  you  just 
cannot  take  the  proper  number  of  indi¬ 
vidually  trained  men  and  put  them  suc¬ 
cessfully  in  a  new  unit  any  more  than 
you  can  gather  up  football  players  over 
the  country,  put  them  on  a  field  and  ex¬ 
pect  them  to  play  as  a  team  without  hav¬ 
ing  practiced  together.  Unit  training  is 
extremely  important. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  think  we  were 
told  today  that  we  had  2V2  million  men 
in  the  Reserves,  yet  they  are  not  able  to 
put  a  unit  in  the  field.  I  am  wondering 
whether,  this  being  the  case,  that  the 
men  in  charge  of  that  program  could  do 
any  more  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  think  so. 
At  least  if  the  object  they  are  aiming  at 
is  not  carried  out  we  will  have  to  reassess 
the  program.  The  program  at  least  pro¬ 
vides  machinery  under  which  those  in 
charge  can,  if  they  will,  organize  the  Re¬ 
serves  on  a  ready  unit  basis. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  think 
the  gentleman  has  hit  the  point  when  he 
said  we  do  not  have  the  machinery,  that 
it  is  not  sufficient  just  to  have  large  num¬ 
bers  of  men  in  the  Reserves  for  they  are 
not  organized  and  there  is  no  machinery 
whereby  they  must  attend  drills  and 
whereby  they  must  drill  in  units  and  that 
sort  of  thing.  This  bill  provides  for 
that. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Yes;  that 
is  right.  Further  than  that,  up  until 
very  recently  membership  in  the  Re¬ 
serves  was  entirely  voluntary. 

I  think  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
unnecessary  talk  about  the  hardships  of 
the  men  in  the  Reserves.  They  were 
volunteers  and  they  would  not  have 
stayed  in  the  Reserves  had  they  not  been 
patriots.  What  many  of  them  did  not 
anticipate  was  being  used  in  so-called 
brush-fire  warfare  under  which  some 
might  be  called  again  and  again  while 
others  never  served. 

Those  who  entered  the  Reserves  ex¬ 
pected  to  serve  in  an  all-out  war,  but 
many  did  not  want  to  be  put  in  the  posi¬ 
tion  where  they  might  be  called  out  to 
fight  in  these  limited  wars  before  those 
who  had  made  no  previous  sacrifices 
served.  That  was  what  happened  fol¬ 
lowing  the  Korean  emergency,  and  it  did 
grievous  damage  to  the  Reserve  program. 
In  a  major  emergency  the  reservists  ex¬ 
pect  to  take  the  field  regardless  of  how 
many  times  they  have  been  shot  at 
before. 


Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  became  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  body  and  when  I  became  a 
member  of  the  legislature  of  my  own 
State,  I  took  an  oath  to  support  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  do 
not  think  I  am  supporting  the  Consti¬ 
tution  of  the  United  States  when  I  take 
the  life,  the  liberty,  and  the  happiness  of 
any  individual  in  it.  I  do  not  think  we 
have  any  right,  except  in  time  of  war, 
to  go  into  a  man’s  family  and  take  him 
out  of  it  for  6  months  or  6  years  or  8 
years  as  this  bill  would  do.  We  have  on 
the  books  today  a  draft  law  that  can 
take  care  of  this  situation,  if  necessary. 
All  they  have  to  do  is  to  take  a  man  un¬ 
der  the  draft  and  say,  “You  will  do  your 
time,  2  years,”  then  put  him  in  the  Re¬ 
serves. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  one  thing.  The  things  that  we  are 
talking  about  today  are  temporary. 
Everybody  is  telling  us  what  Russia  is 
going  to  do  to  us.  Well,  I  am  not  afraid 
of  Russia  and  I  do  not  believe  anybody 
around  here  is.  I  do  not  think  that  any¬ 
one  seriously  expects  that  Russia  is  go¬ 
ing  to  drop  a  bomb  on  us  or  that  we  are 
going  to  drop  a  bomb  on  anybody  else. 
We  went  through  the  last  war,  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war,  without  using  gas  that  was 
used  in  1917-18. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
was  asked  by  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
why  it  was  not  all  right  for  these  men, 
these  volunteer  reservists,  to  fight.  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  said  that 
they  should,  but  that  they  had  to  put 
through  this  measure  to  compel  them  to 
go  under  this  new  law  that  is  proposed. 
If  that  is  not  unconstitutional  then  I 
do  not  know  what  is. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  time  of  peace  every 
man  is  entitled  to  the  same  thing  in  this 
country,  and  he  ought  to  have  it.  We 
have  an  example  in  England,  for  in¬ 
stance,  a  country  that  wanted  to  build 
an  empire  and  did  build  one.  They  had 
to  maintain  armies  in  Egypt,  Africa,  Eu¬ 
rope,  Asia,  and  everywhere  else.  The 
people  in  England  had  to  pay  for  that 
and  they  paid  for  it  right  through  the 
nose.  England  today  is  a  weak  country 
and  getting  weaker  by  the  day.  The  rea¬ 
son  is  they  are  trying  to  maintain  power 
in  every  part  of  the  filobe.  I  do  not  want 
my  country  to  be  an  empire.  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  48  States  we  have.  I  am 
satisfied  everybody  in  here  if  the  time 
comes  and  they  have  to,  will  stand  up 
and  protect  their  country,  whether  he  is 
young  or  old. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  talked  about  this  great  Reserve 
system  and  about  making  skeleton  forces 
out  of  the  Army.  But  when  the  war  was 
over  in  1918 — I  assume  he  was  in  that 
war,  I  was  in  it — I  was  glad  to  get  out 
of  it  and  so  was  everyone  else.  They 
were  sick  and  tired  of  it. 

These  scaremongers,  and  that  is  what 
I  call  them,  talk  about  the  defense  of 
this  country.  Why,  we  are  in  better 
shape  in  this  country  today  than  we  ever 
were  in  its  history.  As  long  as  we  are 
able  to  appropriate  like  we  did  last  week 


$31  billion  for  its  defense,  we  will  get  all 
the  material  in  the  world  to  stave  off 
anybody  that  wants  to  come  and  see  us. 

England  is  about  25  miles  from  the 
continent  of  Europe,  yet  nobody  has  been 
able  to  get  into  England  in  a  thousand 
years,  since  William  of  Normandy.  That 
was  around  the  year  1000.  I  would  like 
to  know  how  they  are  going  to  come  3,500 
or  4,000  miles  to  attack  us  when  they 
could  not  do  that  to  little  England  over 
in  Europe.  I  refuse  to  listen  to  these 
people  who  try  to  scare  you  to  death. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  see  the  fam¬ 
ily  life  of  the  United  States  maintained 
and  I  want  the  State  Department,  every 
State  Department,  regardless  of  whether 
it  is  Republican  or  Democrat,  to  keep 
their  nose  out  of  the  affairs  of  other 
countries  that  might  lead  us  into  war. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chaii’man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  opponents  of  this 
legislation  have  told  us  how  terrible  it  is 
that  the  young  boys  cannot  plan  for 
their  future  so  long  as  the  possibility  of 
the  draft  and  the  Reserve  service  hangs 
over  their  heads.  If  you  will  pardon  me, 
my  heart  refuses  to  bleed.  I  was  38  years 
old  when  World  War  II  came  along.  I 
did  not  question  whether  or  not  the 
President  was  right  or  whether  our  for¬ 
eign  policy  was  right.  My  country  was 
in  danger,  and  I  volunteered  for  serv¬ 
ice  and  served  4  years,  2  of  them  overseas. 
As  the  result  I  lost  my  business;  I  lost 
my  home;  and  I  lost  my  wife.  But  I  did 
not  lose  my  life  like  many  others  did. 
Before  you  start  feeling  sorry  for  me, 
may  I  say  that  I  got  a  better  business,  a 
better  home,  and  a  better  wife,  and  above 
all  I  have  my  self  respect  for  having  dis¬ 
charged  my  obligation  to  my  country  in 
time  of  need.  And,  I  will  say  something 
else:  my  father  was  in  Congress  at  the 
time,  and  I  experienced  a  lot  of  very  un¬ 
happy  situations  in  the  Army,  but  not 
one  single  time  did  I  ask  my  daddy  to 
speak  to  the  mean  old  War  Department 
about  the  way  they  were  treating  his 
sonny  boy. 

Now,  what  I  have  been  hoping  for  over 
the  years  is  that  we  would  find  some  way 
to  spread  the  military  obligation  of  this 
Nation  equitably  among  all  the  boys.  It 
is  a  beautiful  theory  that  all  men  will 
respond  to  their  country’s  call  when 
needed,  but  we  have  found  from  sad  ex¬ 
perience  that  a  great  many  do  not.  And, 
I  came  back  from  World  War  H  and 
found  that  too  many  of  my  friends  had 
stayed  behind  and  had  the  automobiles, 
the  white  shirts,  and  all  of  those  nice 
things,  which  were  not  available  for  me 
as  an  honorably  discharged  soldier.  But 
I  repeat,  I  had  my  self  respect,  and  many 
of  them  do  not. 

This  bill  proposes,  as  I  understand  it, 
to  try  to  spread  out  the  military  obliga¬ 
tion  of  our  Nation  among  all  of  our 
young  men,  because  too  much  of  the 
obligation  for  winning  this  country  and 
preserving  it  in  the  past  has  fallen  on 
too  few,  and  that  is  a  good  reason  why 
we  should  support  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  hopeful  that 
enough  of  our  young  men  will  recognize 
the  wonderful  opportunity  they  have  to 
live  in  this  great  country  and  will  volun- 
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tarily  accept  their  military  obligation 
without  being  forced  into  the  military  or 
the  naval  service.  But  if  that  is  what  it 
takes  to  insure  sufficient  manpower  for 
our  defense  and  to  preserve  this  coun¬ 
try,  then  I  am  for  whatever  compulsion 
it  may  take.  And,  I  do  not  believe  we 
can  afford  to  let  the  young  people  or 
their  parents  decide  whether  we  have  a 
proper  or  an  improper  foreign  policy  or 
whether  the  President  is  right  or  wrong 
in  his  military  judgment.  We  must  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  country  an  adequate  military 
defense  program,  and  I  think  this  is  a 
part  of  it.  And,  if  the  boys  will  not 
voluntarily  accept  their  duty  then  it  is 
up  to  us  to  see  that  they  are  required  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  these  reasons,  I 
intend  to  support  this  bill. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  of  any 
debate  that  I  have  followed  with  more 
interest  than  the  one  in  which  we  are 
now  engaged.  I  have  made  up  my  mind, 
with  some  trepidation,  that  I  am  going 
to  support  this  bill  as  written.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  do  understand  that  when  I  go  back 
home  maybe  there  are  going  to  be  some 
things  in  this  bill  that  I  cannot  com¬ 
pletely  explain  to  my  people,  but  I  should 
rather  undergo  trying  to  make  explana¬ 
tions  about  voting  for  this  bill  than  to 
be  confronted  with  having  to  make  an 
explanation  why  I  did  not  vote  for  this 
bill;  that  I  did  not  make  some  kind  of 
provision  for  the  defense  of  our  country, 
though  not  in  absolute  accord  with  my 
feelings. 

Mr.  Chairman,  something  has  been 
said  here  about  these  boys  who  are  17 
and  18  years  old  wanting  to  marry,  and 
not  being  able  to  do  so.  The  desire  to 
marry  is  a  most  laudable  ambition.  I 
know  they  will  want  to,  and  we  want 
them  to.  But  I  have  the  idea  that  if  we 
pass  this  bill,  even  in  its  present  form, 
perhaps  we  will  make  it  a  little  more 
certain  that  even  if  they  do  not  get  mar¬ 
ried  when  they  are  17  or  18,  the  chances 
are  better  that  they  might  be  living  later 
on  and  might  have  a  better  opportunity 
of  getting  married. 

In  other  words,  what  I  am  trying  to 
say  is  this.  Something  has  been  said 
here  about  our  being  in  peacetime.  I 
do  not  think  we  could  say  that.  It  is 
true  we  are  not  shooting  now.  But  cer¬ 
tainly  all  of  us  must  admit  that  we  are  in 
a  cold  war  and  we  are  trying  to  do  our 
dead  level  best  to  prevent  Its  becoming  a 
hot  war.  And  the  best  way  on  earth  to 
do  that  is  to  be  strong  and  to  be  able  to 
defend  ourselves. 

I  will  tell  you  what  kind  of  a  war  we 
are  in.  We  are  in  a  struggle  for  the 
minds  of  men,  and  the  sooner  we  match 
up  to  that  responsibility,  the  better  it  is 
going  to  be. 

In  the  little  time  that  I  have  to  speak, 
let  me  say  this.  We  have  to  put  an  obli¬ 
gation  on  our  boys,  and  we  cannot  avoid 
that.  I  wish  we  could.  But  I  want  to 
remind  the  people  of  this  country  that 
they  also  have  an  obligation,  and  we 
Members  of  Congress  have  a  tremendous 
obligation.  I  would  not  say  that  war 
with  communism  is  inevitable.  Even  if 
I  felt  that  I  would  not  say  that,  because 


I  would  not  want  Russia  to  be  able  to 
say  that  we  said  that  no  matter  what 
they  did  war  was  inevitable.  But  this  I 
do  say,  that  maybe  if  we  had  been  a 
little  firmer  and  a  little  more  serious  and 
a  little  more  realistic  a  few  years  ago, 
we  could  have  wiped  out  communism  as 
easily  as  you  can  extinguish  the  flame 
of  a  candle  by  passing  your  hand  over  it. 
But  we  would  not. 

I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  America  to  the  fact  that  we  older 
people  have  not  been  making  the  fight 
on  communism  that  we  ought  to  make. 
I  heard  with  dismay  last  Sunday  night 
that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Un-American  Activities  of  this  Congress 
would  be  picketed  at  his  hotel  this  week 
in  a  State  of  the  United  States.  That 
chairman  is  a  great  American,  and  to  be 
picketed  because  he  is  trying  to  ferret 
out  Communists  should  not  be  tolerated. 
I  saw  7,000  Communists  picket  the  White 
House  of  the  United  States  in  behalf  of 
the  Rosenbergs.  I  have  seen  bad  things 
occur  in  this  country  and  done  in  this 
country  by  people  who  ought  to  know 
better,  that  have  made  my  blood  run 
cold.  And  if  these  things  had  not  been 
allowed,  maybe  we  would  not  be  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  necessity  of  consider¬ 
ing  the  present  bill. 

One  of  the  saddest  things  I  can  think 
of  now  is  that  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  is  seriously  considering  the  ques¬ 
tion  whether  or  not  a  person  who  worked 
for  his  Government  and  was  paid  by  loyal 
taxpayers’  money  and  was  fired  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  a  security  risk  is  en¬ 
titled  to  be  confronted  with  his  accusers. 
If  we  follow  that  line  of  thought  in  this 
country  we  cannot  win.  No  Army  that 
you  can  grow  or  develop  will  ever  win  this 
fight  for  us,  though  we  make  cannon 
fodder  of  all  of  our  children. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  guarantees  the  right 
to  be  confronted  with  witnesses  only  in  a 
criminal  case.  If  we  keep  up  this  fool¬ 
ishness  that  if  a  man  is  working  for  his 
Government  and  thereby  having  a  privi¬ 
lege  that  165  million  people  who  never 
ate  at  the  public  trough  never  had,  and 
if  you  say  we  cannot  get  rid  of  that  skunk 
until  he  is  confronted  by  witnesses,  you 
might  as  well  surrender  now.  If  a  loyal 
American  has  to  confront  that  kind  of 
person,  knowing  he  will  be  sued  in  court 
for  damages,  we  will  have  no  right  to 
expect  him  to  furnish  information. 

What  I  am  saying  to  you  is.  Yes,  we 
are  in  a  cold  war.  We  want  to  keep  it 
from  being  a  hot  war,  but  we  have  to 
measure  up  to  our  responsibilities,  too. 
We  take  these  boys  in.  Let  us  take  our¬ 
selves  in.  Let  us  see  if  we  cannot  mold 
public  opinion  to  where  the  people  will 
understand  that  this  is  a  ruthless  war 
that  we  are  engaged  in,  and  that  the  one 
who  wins  this  conflict  will  be  the  one 
who  gives  his  heart,  his  soul,  and  all 
that  is  in  him  in  order  that  the  things 
that  are  precious  shall  be  preserved. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  all  of  us  will 
bring  our  heads  to  our  knees  today  and 
resolve  that  we  are  going  to  stand  up 
and  be  counted,  and  that  we  are  going  to 
fight  communism  in  the  Halls  of  Con¬ 
gress  and  in  the  courts  and  everywhere 
we  encounter  it,  because  if  we  do  not  do 
that,  then  we  are  cowards  when  we  ask 


our  boys  to  fight  communism  on  the  bat¬ 
tlefields  and  to  wage  that  fight  alone. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  In  enacting  this  legislation.  It  is 
the  conviction  of  the  Congress  that  the  best 
interests  of  the  national  security  demand  a 
well-trained  and  well-disciplined  Reserve, 
and  further  that  honorable  service  includes 
fulfillment  of  service  obligation  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  Forces  as  well  as  the  Active  Forces.  It 
is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  to  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  Reserve  Forces  which,  in  conjunction 
with  the  Active  Forces,  will  be  able  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  security,  and  provide  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  The  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended, 
is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(I)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  4  (d) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  after  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  act,  is  inducted 
into,  or  initially  enlisted  or  appointed  in,  the 
Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  or  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  before  his  35th  birthday, 
shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service 
or  active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve 
component,  for  a  total  period  of  8  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  such  per¬ 
son,  on  release  from  active  training  and 
service  or  active  duty  for  training  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if 
qualified,  be  retained  in  or  transferred  to  a 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder 
of  the  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve 
under  this  paragraph  or  under  section  6  (c) 
(2)  (A).  To  the  maximum  extent  prac¬ 

ticable,  the  Army  National  Guard  and  the 
Air  National  Guard  shall  continue  to  con¬ 
sist  of  members  of  the  militia  voluntarily 
enlisting  therein.  However,  when  recruit¬ 
ment  efforts  by  the  several  States  procure 
less  than  the  necessary  numbers  and  quality 
of  volunteer  personnel,  and  upon  request  or 
approval  of  the  Governor  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  authority  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  such  a  person  may  be 
transferred  to  the  Army  National  Guard  or 
Air  National  Guard  of  such  State,  Territory, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia  and  shall  serve 
therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period 
which  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this 
paragraph  or  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A) 
unless  sooner  discharged  or  transferred.  A 
person  transferred  under  this  paragraph  to 
the  Army  National  Guard  or  the  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  shall  concurrently  become  a 
member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States,  as  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  having  an  obligated  period  of  service 
under  this  act  shall  perform  such  duties  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  force  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard)  for  satisfactory  per¬ 
formance  of  that  service  obligation.  How¬ 
ever,  any  person  while  subject  to  such  re¬ 
serve  obligation  who  in  good  faith  becomes  a 
regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  re¬ 
ligion  or  a  student  preparing  therefore,  as 
defined  in  sections  6  (g)  and  16  (g)  of  this 
act,  shall,  at  his  request,  not  be  required  to 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  or  active 
duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
while  in  such  status.  In  addition  to  their 
obligation  to  perform  the  duties  provided 
for  in  this  act,  such  persons  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  orders,  directives,  and  regula¬ 
tions  relating  to  their  administration  (in¬ 
cluding  the  rendering  of  prescribed  reports 
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on  personal  status)  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard). 
This  subsection  does  not  prevent  any  per¬ 
son,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called 
to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force.  The 
appropriate  Secretary  of  a  military  depart¬ 
ment,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  Coast  Guard  when  it  is 
not  operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy)  may 
provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as 
uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release  of  any 
person  from  active  training  and  service  or 
active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces 
before  serving  the  period  of  active  training 
and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  for 
which  he  was  enlisted,  appointed,  or  in¬ 
ducted.  The  amendment  made  by  this 
amendatory  act  does  not  change  or  revoke 
any  Reserve  obligation  imposed  on  any  per¬ 
son  under  this  section  before  the  enactment 
of  this  amendatory  act.” 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  is  amended 

to  read  as  follows: 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  any  person  herein  de¬ 
scribed  may,  within  quotas  fixed  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident  with  the  advice  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  enlist 
in  the  Army  National  Guard  of  a  State, 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the 
Air  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Reserve 
or  in  any  unit  of  the  Reserve  of  any  armed 
force.  Under  such  regulations  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard) , 
any  person  who  has  not  been  ordered 
to  report  for  induction  under  this  act  may 
be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a 
Reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years; 
any  person  who  is  under  the  age  of  19  years 
and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  report 
for  induction  under  this  act  may  be  enlisted 
to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
Reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years. 
Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  service  and  in  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years,  shall, 
within  2  years  of  such  enlistment,  notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provisions  of  law,  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  to  perform  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  24  consecutive  months  of  active 
training  and  service,  unless  sooner  released, 
except  that  the  commencement  of  such  ac¬ 
tive  training  and  service  may  be  deferred 
under  the  same  conditions  and  for  the  same 
period  that  induction  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  may  be  deferred  under  subsections  (d) 
or  (i)  (1)  of  this  section.  Such  persons 

who  enlist  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total 
of  8  years  shall,  upon  enlistment,  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of 
6  months.  The  Army  National  Guard  and 
Air  National  Guard  shall  be  provided  suf¬ 
ficient  personnel,  under  sections  4  (d)  (3) 
and  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  to  meet  the  approved 
program  strengths  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  quotas  fixed  by  the  President 
under  this  section,  a  minimum  of  100,- 
000  persons  net  and  not  more  than  250,000 
persons  net  shall  be  enlisted  annually  to 
serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in 
a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years 
for  the  purposes  of  this  subsection.  The 
National  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  *  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  and  the  President,  as 
Commander-in-Chief,  with  respect  to  the 
welfare  of  persons  while  serving  on  active 
duty  for  training  for  6  months  under  this 
subsection.  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  report  with  respect  to  the 


welfare  of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  advice  and  reports  rendered  by 
the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  welfare  of  the  persons  involved 
and  not  with  respect  to  the  military  training 
required.  Upon  a  specific  finding  by  the 
President,  persons  with  critical  skills  en¬ 
gaged  in  critical  defense  supporting  indus¬ 
tries  may  be  allowed  to  fulfill  their  military 
obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a 
total  of  8  years  under  the  terms  of  this 
subsection.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  a  person  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training  and  in  a  Reserve 
component  for  a  total  of  8  years  shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of 
$50  a  month  for  his  initial  6  months  of  active 
duty  for  training  and  for  any  period  of  hos¬ 
pitalization  incident  thereto; 

“(ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and 
travel  and  transportation  allowances  and 
title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  he  shall  be  treated  as  if  he 
were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  4 
months) ; 

“(iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  author¬ 
ized  for  reservists  by  Public  Law  108,  81st 
Congress,  approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat. 
201)  (for  the  purposes  of  which  the  term 
‘active  duty  for  training’  as  used  herein  shall 
be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval  or  mili¬ 
tary  service’) ,  except  that  he  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  621  of 
the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  the  automatic  in¬ 
demnity  coverage  under  the  Servicemen’s 
Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  be 
limited  to  30  days  after  separation  or  release 
from  the  initial  6  months  of  active  duty 
training;  and 

“(iv)  during  his  period  of  obligated  serv¬ 
ice,  be  deferred  from  training  and  service 
under  this  act,  after  completing  his  initial 
6  months  of  active  duty  for  training,  for 
so  long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Army  National  Guard,  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  or  a  reserve  component,  but 
he  shall  be  liable  for  active  duty  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  law.  However,  if  after  completing 
his  initial  6  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  he  does  not  thereafter,  during  any  part 
of  his  obligated  period  of  service,  serve  sat¬ 
isfactorily  as  a  member  of  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or  a  re¬ 
serve  component,  as  determined  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard) ,  his  defer¬ 
ment  shall  be  canceled,  and  he  shall  be  lia¬ 
ble  to  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Force 
in  which  he  has  been  trained  for  a  period 
of  training  and  service  of  not  more  than 
24  months.  In  addition  to  enlistments  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  subsection,  persons  selected 
for  enrollment  in  an  officer  training  pro¬ 
gram  under  section  6  (d)  of  this  title  may 
be  enlisted  in  a  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Force  concerned.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  act  the  words  ‘active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing’  mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active  mili¬ 
tary  service  of  the  United  States  for  train¬ 
ing  purposes;  and  in  respect  to  members 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  means,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
act  only,  the  performance  of  such  duty  in  a 
Federal  status.” 

(3)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Upon  graduation  persons  who  successfully 
complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC  course 
and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in 
the  Reserve  of  the  appropriate  service. 
Thereafter,  such  persons  in  excess  of  the 
active  forces  requirements  existing  at  that 
time,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
training  for  a  period  of  6  months  with  the 
service  in  which  commissioned.  Upon  the 


completion  of  such  active  duty  for  training 
such  person  shall  be  returned  to  inactive 
duty  and  assigned  to  an  appropriate  reserve 
component  for  a  period  of  7)4  years  addi¬ 
tional  service.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  develop  standards  and  regulations  to 
require  satisfactory  participation  by  such  a 
person.  Failure  to  meet  these  standards 
may  result  in  his  commission  in  the  Reserve 
being  revoked.” 

(4)  Section  9  (g)  (3)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted 
a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering, 
determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  or  while  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  Upon  his  release  from  train¬ 
ing  duty  (other  than  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps)  or  upon  his 
rejection,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes 
application  for  reinstatement  within  30  days 
following  his  release  or  rejection,  be  rein¬ 
stated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in 
his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 
reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated." 

(5)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  paragraph,  to  be  known 
as  paragraph  (4),  to  read  as  follows: 

“Any  person  who  performs  6  months  of 
active  duty  for  training  pursuant  to,  and 
as  defined  in  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  the 
national  Reserve  plan  shall  be  entitled,  upon 
application  for  reemployment  within  60  days 
after  (a)  release  following  satisfactory  com¬ 
pletion  of  required  training  or  (b)  from 
hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge 
for  a  period  of  not  more  than  6  months, 
to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  9  of  this  title  in  the  case 
of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provisions  of 
this  title,  except  that  any  person  so  restored 
to  a  position  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause,  within  6 
months  after  such  restoration.” 

Mr.  VINSON  (during  the  reading  of 
the  section) .  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  section  be 
considered  as  read  and  open  to  amend¬ 
ments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  that  section  3  be  considered  as 
read  and  open  to  amendments? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  first  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Committee  amendment:  On  page  2,  line 
11,  strike  out  the  words  “or  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  On  page  2,  line 
14,  strike  out  the  words  “or  in  training  in 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 

agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  On  page  2,  lines 
18  and  19,  strike  out  the  words  “or  from 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 

agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  committee  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  6,  line  18, 
after  the  word  "minimum”,  insert  the  word 
"goal.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  6,  line  18, 
strike  out  "and”  and  insert  the  word  "but.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  committee  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  10,  lines  16 
and  17,  strike  out  "(other  than  training  in 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps).” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden:  Page 
5,  line  3,  strike  out  the  quotation  mark  and 
insert  the  following: 

"(4)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  this  act,  any  male  person  17  years  of  age 
or  older  who  has  not  received  notice  to  report 
for  induction  under  this  act,  but  who  is 
enrolled  in  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
at  a  high  school,  college,  university,  or  simi¬ 
lar  institution,  may,  by  filing  a  notice  with 
the  appropriate  local  draft  board,  elect  to 
receive  training  and  service,  and  serve  in  a 
reserve  component,  under  this  paragraph  in 
lieu  of  performing  active  duty  fcr  training 
and  service  in  a  Reserve  component  under 
any  other  provision  of  this  act  or  any  other 
law.  No  person  less  than  18  years  of  age 
may  make  such  election  unless  he  has  the 
written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian. 
After  such  person  has  made  such  election, 
if  he  continues  to  attend  such  an  institu¬ 
tion,  he  shall,  on  or  after  the  1st  day  but 
before  the  11th  day  of  June  in  each  of  the 
next  succeeding  years  in  which  he  is  physi¬ 
cally  able  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training, 
be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a 
period  of  91  consecutive  days  during  each 
such  year  for  not  more  than  4  summers. 
Such  person  and  his  dependents  shall  be 
entitled,  with  respect  to  all  such  periods  of 
active  duty  for  training,  and  necessary  travel 
to  and  from  such  duty,  to  all  the  pay,  allow¬ 
ances,  and  other  benefits  to  which  enlisted 
members  of  the  uniformed  services  in  pay 
grade  E-l  (and  their  dependents)  are  en¬ 
titled  with  respect  to  periods  of  active  duty 
or  authorized  travel,  as  the  case  may  be. 
If,  before  completing  four  annual  periods  of 
active  duty  for  training  under  this  para¬ 
graph,  any  such  person  ceases  to  attend  an 
educational  institution  under  circumstances 
(other  than  by  transfer  or  graduation)  which 
indicate  that  his  enrollment  in  such  institu¬ 
tion  may  reasonably  be  considered  to  have 
been  voluntarily  terminated,  or  if  his  en¬ 
rollment  is  terminated  (other  than  by  trans¬ 
fer  or  graduation),  his  election  to  receive 
training  and  service  under  this  paragraph 
shall  be  deemed  irrevocably  cancelled,  and  he 
shall  thereafter  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  the  remaining 
provisions  of  this  act;  however,  full  credit 
shall  be  given  him  toward  completion  of  his 
required  period  of  active  duty  for  training 
and  service,  and  service  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  for  all  active  duty  for  training  per¬ 
formed  by  him  under  this  paragraph  (4). 
Where  such  person  graduates  from  an  edu¬ 
cational  institution  and  enrolls  in  another 
education  institution,  or  where  he  trans¬ 
fers  from  one  educational  institution  to  an¬ 


other  educational  institution,  he  shall  not 
thereby  become  liable  for  induction  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  any  other  provision  of 
this  act  if  he  otherwise  meets  all  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph  (4) .  After  such 
person  has  been  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
training  under  this  paragraph  (4)  during  4 
years,  he  shall  be  placed  in  the  Standby 
Reserve  for  1  year.  After  he  has  been  a 
members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  for  1  year, 
such  person  shall  be  released  from  all  liabil¬ 
ity  for  training  and  service  under  this  act 
and  any  other  law.  If  any  such  person  is 
not  permitted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  under  this  paragraph  (4)  by  reason 
of  a  disease  or  disability  of  a  permanent 
nature  which  would  afford  a  basis  for  de¬ 
ferring  him  from  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  act,  he  shall  thereafter 
be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under 
this  act,  unless  he  volunteers  for  induction 
for  such  training  and  service.  This  para¬ 
graph  (4)  shall  not  be  operative  in  time  of 
war  or  during  any  period  of  national  emer¬ 
gency  proclaimed  by  the  Congress.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  10 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  is  recognized  for 
15  minutes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  yester¬ 
day  you  heard  me  discuss  the  amend¬ 
ment  just  read.  I  have  been  impressed 
with  the  fact  that  no  attack  has  been 
made  on  this  amendment  except  a  few 
moments  ago  when  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Preston]  paid  his  respects 
to  the  bill  by  just  saying  it  was  horrible 
to  train  on  the  installment  plan  but  that 
he  was  a  hundred  percent  for  the  bill. 
I  have  refrained  from  criticizing  the 
bill.  My  amendment  does  not  take 
away  one  thing  from  the  bill.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Preston] 
should  have  at  least  thought  of  the  fact 
that  the  other  options  contained  in  the 
bill  are  installment  training.  Why  it 
should  be  so  objectionable  to  him  that 
we  should  make  an  effort  to  encourage 
education  in  this  country  I  am  unable  to 
understand.  He  may  have  developed  a 
superpoint  of  view  while  commanding 
his  troops  that  he  referred  to.  Well,  I 
have  never  developed  that  complex.  It 
is  just  a  little  strange  though  to  see  such 
men  who  not  only  want  more  and  more 
privates  in  the  Army  but  apparently 
want  them  uneducated. 

Seriously,  let  me  call  this  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  membership  of  the  House. 
The  reason  we  are  not  suffering  a  tre¬ 
mendous  deficit  in  the  field  of  education 
right  now  is  because  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  under  the  GI  bill  of  rights  has 
been  spending  over  $2  billion  a  year  edu¬ 
cating  those  boys  under  that  bill,  paying 
every  bit  of  the  cost  involved.  So,  when 
we  are  dealing  with  a  problem  such  as 
this  I  do  not  think  it  is  bad  judgment, 
bad  financing  or  bad  patriotism  to  have 
an  additional  option  in  the  bill  pro¬ 
viding  for  at  least  a  way  these  boys  can 
go  through  school  uninterrupted.  Why 
should  we  not  encourage  them?  This 
is  another  option. 
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As  I  said,  I  have  no  criticism  to 
offer  now  to  the  bill — but  in  these  op¬ 
tions  that  are  set  out  in  the  bill,  some 
of  them  are  much  more  practicable  than 
others.  They  do  not  discriminate  against 
anyone — my  amendment  certainly  does 
not  discriminate  against  anyone.  Any¬ 
body  can  see  that  if  he  wants  to.  But 
bear  in  mind  the  6  months’  requirement 
will  interrupt  any  school  year  that  you 
can  figure  out.  It  looks  as  if  any  bill 
receiving  the  blessings  of  the  Pentagon 
and  the  Armed  Services  Committee  must 
be  designed  so  as  to  interfere  with  them 
in  some  way.  Over  the  past  years  many 
of  them  have  attended  under  the  finger¬ 
tip  control  finger  of  the  military  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  rules  and  regulations  laid  down 
by  them  and  it  has  been  a  rather  unsatis¬ 
factory  existence  to  the  parents  of  those 
boys  as  well  as  to  the  boys  themselves. 
I  guess  the  average  17-  or  18-year-old 
boy  is  about  as  frustrated  as  we  were  at 
that  age,  and  as  probably  some  of  us  are 
now.  How  is  the  father  or  the  mother 
going  to  advise  or  encourage  if  we  let  the 
situation  remain  as  it  is  now  or  will  be 
if  this  bill  passes  without  my  amend¬ 
ment?  If  we  go  along  and  make  it  im¬ 
possible  in  some  instances  and  awfully 
hard  in  others  for  these  boys  to  go 
through  the  educational  institutions, 
where  are  we  going  to  get  our  scientists? 
Where  are  we  going  to  get  our  experts 
in  electronics?  Wfiiere  are  we  going  to 
get  our  doctors? 

Bet  us  quit  relying  on  so  much  force 
and  see  if  we  cannot  produce  enough 
doctors  in  this  country  to  take  care  of 
the  situation.  I  cannot  resist  expressing 
the  wish  that  our  fine  officers  and  soldiers 
of  the  Pentagon  would  content  them¬ 
selves  with  running  our  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  and  keep  their  noses  out  of  the 
legislative  branch  of  this  Government. 
When  you  have  to  wrestle  with  the  mili¬ 
tary,  to  educate  a  son  and  have  to  go 
through  it  about  10  or  11  years  if  he  at¬ 
tempts  to  study  medicine,  then  you  will 
find  out  just  how  troublesome  the  mili¬ 
tary  can  be,  if  they  have  the  authority 
and  the  opportunity.  It  is  an  awfully 
hard  job  for  the  average  individual,  an 
awfully  tough  proposition  to  present  to 
the  boys  of  America  and  say,  “O.  K.  Go 
scramble  through  if  you  can.” 

Well,  now,  I  believe  there  is  a  better 
system.  Why  is  not  this  practical?  If 
they  can  be  freshly  trained  under  one 
of  these  provisions  calling  for  30  days  a 
year,  if  that  is  a  trained  boy,  then  what 
is  wrong  when  we  say  this  boy  will  take 
91  days  1  summer,  return  to  school — 
it  is  not  funny  for  them  to  give  up  their 
vacation — return  to  school,  train  the 
next  90  days,  return  to  school,  and  that 
goes  on  for  4  years,  and  he  is  freshly 
trained  for  4  years;  he  is  available  for 
4  years.  No,  they  say,  nothing  will  do 
but  2  years  straight,  or  some  of  these 
proposals  here  which  do  not  provide  as 
good  training  as  the  3-month  period. 
Let  me  say  this:  If  the  Army  cannot  do 
a  pretty  good  case  of  training  in  12  weeks 
each  summer,  they  better  get  in  touch 
with  the  Marine  Corps.  They  do  a  darn 
good  job  in  8  weeks.  If  you  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  it,  go  look  them  over. 
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Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Did  I  understand  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  properly  when 
I  received  the  impression  that  the  obli¬ 
gation  of  a  college  student,  if  he  went 
in  under  your  plan,  would  be  not  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  but  in  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve  and  limited  to  1  year? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  after  he  has  trained  for  3  months 
each  year  for  4  years  and  graduated? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  During  the  time  he  is 
in  the  Active  Reserve,  he  is  taking  his 
3  months’  training  every  summer, 
whether  he  is  in  high  school,  prep  school, 
college,  or  similar  institution. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  We  have  heard  a  lot 
of  argument — and  I  believe  it  is  sound — - 
that  we  are  trying  to  build  a  Reserve. 
As  I  understand  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment,  the  obligation  of  the  student  upon 
his  graduation  to  serve  in  the  Reserve 
would  be  in  the  Standby  Reserve,  not  the 
Ready  Reserve,  and  at  the  end  of  that  1 
year  he  would  be  out  of  the  Reserve, 
so  he  would  not  be  under  any  obligation 
so  far  as  being  called  in  the  service  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  not  so  fussy  about 
the  Standby  Reserve.  All  of  us  are  in 
the  Standby  Reserve  so  far  as  that  is 
concerned.  I  am  trying  to  provide  for  a 
trained  and  educated  soldier  which  I 
think  is  better  for  the  country  in  war  or 
peace  whether  it  is  better  for  the  Penta¬ 
gon  or  not. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  just  ask  this 
further  question. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  have  every  sym¬ 
pathy  for  one  of  these  boys  going  through 
school,  and  the  gentleman’s  personal 
problem  that  he  has  just  recounted  is 
very  parallel  to  mine. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  you  know  it  was 
not  pleasant,  either. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  appreciate  that. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  cannot  understand 
why,  if  you  make  this  provision,  you  do 
not  say  to  that  young  man  who  elects 
this  program  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  for  5,  6,  7,  or  8  years  or  something 
that  I  think  would  make  it  comparable 
to  the  2,  3,  and  4  years  active  service  or 
to  the  iy2  years  in  the  Standby  Reserve 
that  will  be  required  under  this  volunteer 
program. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  First  the  gentleman 
talks  like  we  cannot  do  anything  that  is 
not  now  written  in  the  bill.  But  I  will  say 
this:  The  gentleman  is  a  very  practical 
legislator.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man,  there  were  many  people  and  there 
are  now  many  in  this  House  that  feel 
that  8  years  is  too  long,  because  the  22- 
year-old  boy  you  are  dealing  with  now 
will  be  the  30-year-old  man  then  with 
a  family,  engaged  in  essential  work,  in 
business,  and  so  forth.  Eight  years  from 
now  the  whole  proposition  will  have  to 
be  gone  into.  I  am  not  injecting  that 
in  my  discussion,  but  I  do  think  this :  If 
the  8  years  were  cut  down,  it  would  meet 
this  situation.  If  it  is  not  cut  down 
and  this  bill  is  passed,  it  will  not  only  go 
to  the  Senate  but  it  will  go  to  the  con¬ 
ferees,  and  personally  I  have  no  objection 


in  balancing  up  the  Standby  Reserve. 

1  am  not  fussy  about  that.  I  just  do  not 
want  to  drag  in  an  additional  conflict 
that  is  unnecessary.  So  that  is  the 
practical  way  it  will  work  out.  And  the 
gentleman  has  proposed  so  many  times 
to  this  House  that  we  do  things  just 
that  way,  and  they  work  out  all  right. 
So  I  was  not  just  fussing  with  the 
Standby  Reserve.  I  did  think  that  there 
should  be  at  least  1  year,  because  that 
would  follow  the  last  3  months’  training 
that  they  had.  The  trouble  with  the 
present  situation  is  that  anything  sug¬ 
gested,  that  was  not  suggested  first  by 
the  Pentagon  or  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  is  an  attempt  to  either  avoid 
service  or  helping  our  enemies.  Let  we 
say  here  they  have  no  monopoly  on 
patriotism  or  intelligence,  or  at  least  that 
is  my  conclusion  after  over  20  years’ 
service  in  this  House. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Will  the  gentleman  ex¬ 
plain,  how,  under  the  bill  proposed  by 
the  committee,  a  college  student  could 
perform  48  drills  a  year  if  he  is  not  at 
home  but  is  off  somewhere  at  college? 
As  a  practical  matter,  is  not  the  college 
student  precluded  from  making  the  first 
election  as  proposed  by  the  committee? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  It  will  either  preclude 
or  make  it  very  difficult  for  him.  I  will 
say  this;  the  6  months  period  precludes 
the  first  year  of  college. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  And  then  after  that  he 
has  a  problem  on  his  hands. 

Mr.  JONAS.  The  point  that  I  am  mak¬ 
ing  is,  after  he  is  back  in  college,  how  can 
he  attend  48  drills  a  year  at  home? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  do  not  think  he  can. 
But  if  he  did  that  would  only  be  for  about 

2  hours  for  48  nights.  But  apparently 
some  are  willing  to  accept  48  2-hour 
night  drills  instead  of  91  consecutive  days 
and  nights  in  a  military  camp.  If  they 
can  just  keep  the  boys  out  of  school. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  say  this.  I  am 
not  trying  to  take  care  of  any  particular 
group.  I  am  trying  to  build  a  little 
stronger  foundation  upon  which  we  must 
put  our  national  defense  if  we  expect  to 
defend  ourselves  or  survive.  We  know 
now  that  we  must  have  a  way  by  which 
these  men  when  they  finish  college  can 
go  into  the  higher  educational  institu¬ 
tions.  Do  you  realize  that  it  takes  10 
years  to  finish  schooling  for  a  doctor? 
Do  you  realize  that  men  who  are  experts 
in  the  field  of  electronics,  and  other  such 
fields,  cannot  learn  the  techniques  and 
get  the  scientific  knowledge  that  they 
must  have,  in  a  short  time,  if  they  are  to 
guide,  direct,  and  channel  us  through  the 
wicked  world  we  are  in?  So  I  say  shame 
on  those  who  cry  “discrimination.”  If 
and  when  I  get  sick,  I  want  one  of  these 
10-year-trained  doctors,  and  when  my 
country  gets  in  trouble  I  want  my  coun¬ 
try  to  have  the  world’s  best  scientist 
available  and  a  plenty  of  them. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman’s 
colleague  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
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Jonas!  asked  about  the  young  man  who 
was  a  member  of  a  Naval  Reserve  unit 
and  was  unable  to  perform  48  drills  per 
year  if  he  went  to  college.  Of  course,  if 
he  were  a  member  of  the  ROTC,  that 
would  suffice.  But  if  he  were  not  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  ROTC,  then  he  could  affiliate 
himself  with  a  Reserve  unit  in  that  com¬ 
munity. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Of  course  that  poses 
the  question.  If  there  was  a  unit  there. 
I  would  say  that  the  gentleman  is  a  very 
fine  officer,  as  well  as  a  fine  Member  of 
Congress,  but  I  think  if  I  were  to  say  he 
is  a  little  bit  prejudiced  in  favor  of  the 
Reserve,  I  would  be  putting  it  very  mildly. 
I  try  to  look  at  it  squarely  in  the  face. 
I  think  it  is  a  fine  organization.  I  am 
with  the  gentleman  and  will  work  with 
him  and  help  to  promote  it  and  encour¬ 
age  it  in  every  possible  way.  But  in  the 
final  analysis,  let  me  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man,  he  will  not  have  a  better  prepared 
man  by  bothering  him  for  drill  every 
week,  whether  it  is  the  night  before  ex¬ 
aminations  or  not.  Let  us  say  once  a 
week  for  48  weeks  in  the  year.  I  believe 
that  90  days  of  training  in  a  camp,  in  the 
summer  time  under  officers  24  hours  per 
day,  will  produce  a  better  prepared  man 
than  48  individual  drills  for  an  hour  or 
so  at  night.  That  is  just  my  opinion. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Actually,  if  the 
young  man  going  to  college  found  that 
he  could  not  participate  in  the  ROTC  or 
in  a  Reserve  unit  or  a  National  Guard 
unit  close  to  the  college,  he  could  meet 
his  Reserve  obligation.  Ready  Reserve 
obligation,  by  going  to  camp  30  days,  not 
90  days. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  30  days  in  a  camp  is  time  enough? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Does  it  pretty  well  pre¬ 
pare  him? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  After  6  months  of 
training. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Then  90  days  ought  to 
be  fine. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  -  No,  no. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  that  is  where  we 
part.  Again  I  say  all  you  have  to  do  to 
start  trouble  is  to  say  you  want  to  help 
a  boy  get  an  education. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  do  not  want  to  speak 
with  an  air  of  dogmatic  finality  or  ab¬ 
solute  authority.  But  I  tried  for  4  long 
years  to  pound  a  little  philosoph,  as  the 
professor  of  one  of  our  colleges  in  the 
State  of  Kansas,  into  the  heads  of  over 
500  students  in  my  department.  I  think 
the  gentleman  addressing  the  House  is 
absolutely  on  sound  ground  when  he  says 
that  to  take  a  3  months  period  of  train¬ 
ing  between  college  semesters  or  from 
the  time  college  has  its  commencement 
in  the  spring  until  it  convenes  in  the  fall, 
is  far  better  than  taking  an  hour  of 
weekly  drill  for  48  weeks  out  of  the  year, 
plus  17  days  in  a  summer  camp. 

Let  me  say  to  the  gentleman,  Mr. 
Chairman,  let  us  not  worry  too  much 
about  the  problems  of  these  boys  who 
have  had  their  6  months’  training,  and 
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perhaps  2  or  3  years  of  service  in  the 
Guard  or  in  the  Reserve.  Their  prob¬ 
lems  will  be  solved  if  this  bill  becomes  law 
without  the  gentleman’s  amendment  by 
having  some  hard-boiled  top  sergeant 
send  them  to  2  full  years’  service  in  the 
Army  because  he  does  not  like  the  way 
they  part  their  hair. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tire  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  be  permitted  to 
proceed  for  5  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
gentleman. 

As  I  said  yesterday,  I  am  very  much 
disturbed  over  the  fact  that  I  cannot  get 
any  encouragement  or  any  helpful  sug¬ 
gestions  from  a  single  human  being  at¬ 
tached  to  the  Pentagon.  Everything 
that  is  suggested  here  they  will  come  up 
with  this  proposal  and  that  proposal. 
Have  you  heard  a  single  man,  any  single 
person,  say  anything  for  education?  And 
here  we  are  right  now  stopping  the  bene¬ 
fits  under  the  GI  bill.  What  is  going  on 
around  here?  If  you  say  90  days’  train¬ 
ing  to  help  boys  get  an  education,  up  go 
the  yells.  But  if  you  say  17  days  or  30 
days  and  do  not  mention  education  all 
the  military  and  the  Pentagon  purr  like 
a  kitten. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]  mentioned  money  today.  He 
knows  that  under  the  GI  bill  it  has  been 
running  close  to  $3  billion  a  year.  All  I 
am  asking  is  not  to  put  that  $3  billion  on 
the  backs  of  the  taxpayers.  Let  us  let 
the  mothers  and  fathers  take  care  of 
that.  Let  the  boy  save  his  money  in  the 
summer,  and  pay  his  way  through  school. 
Then  we  will  not  have  the  $3  billion  ex¬ 
pense  that  has  been  placed  on  the  backs 
of  the  taxpayers.  It  is  economical,  and 
somebody  should  advocate  that. 

I  had  a  suggestion  here  by  the  War 
Department,  written  out  in  a  letter  from 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  and  sent 
to  the  entire  membership  of  the  House, 
that  this  program  would  cost  $2  billion, 
and  it  deplores  that  they  have  but  2 
years.  My  heavens,  if  this  would  cost 
$2  billion,  what  would  the  other  program 
cost?  Here  is  the  letter  from  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]. 

May  13,  1955. 

Dear  Colleague:  Recently  the  Honorable 
Graham  Barden  wrote  you  a  letter  indicating 
his  intention  to  offer  an  amendment  on  the 
floor  to  H.  R.  5297,  the  national  Reserve  plan, 
when  it  is  considered. 

Mr.  Barden’s  amendment  would  permit 
high  school  and  college  students  over  age 
17  to  satisfy  their  military  obligation  through 
4  consecutive  91 -day  summer  training  pe¬ 
riods,  followed  by  1  year  in  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

I  know  that  all  Members  will  want  to  study 
the  proposed  amendment,  and  in  order  to  be 
of  assistance,  I  am  pointing  out  some  of  the 
effects  its  enactment  would  produce. 

1.  The  amendment  would  permit  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  2-year  draft  of  such  students. 
When  the  4-year  cycle  is  in  full  operation, 
this  might  amount  to  as  many  as  1,800,000 
militarily  eligible  men. 


2.  The  amendment  would  seriously  reduce 
the  source  of  long-term  volunteer  enlisted 
men  for  the  active  forces. 

3.  The  amendment  would  deprive  the 
Armed  Forces  of  their  primary  sources  of 
young  officers  as  well  as  medical  and  dental 
officers. 

4.  Since  all  training  would  be  concentrated 
in  the  summer,  new  facilities  would  have  to 
be  opened  and  the  active  forces  stripped  of 
training  instructors  to  meet  this  periodic 
peak  demand. 

5.  At  full  operation,  the  annual  cost  of  the 
training  could  be  almost  $2  billion,  not  in¬ 
cluding  the  costs  of  opening  required  facili¬ 
ties  and  of  moving  the  active  force  instructor 
personnel. 

6.  The  amendment  would  discriminate  in 
favor  of  a  special  class  by  requiring  only  12 
months  total  active  duty  compared  with  24 
consecutive  months  for  draftees;  1  year  of 
Standby  Reserve  duty  compared  with  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  6  years  Ready  Reserve  duty  for 
draftees;  and  no  obligation  to  participate 
as  a  reservist  compared  with  possible  re¬ 
quired  Reserve  participation  for  draftees. 

In  my  opinion,  the  amendment  would  do 
great  harm  to  both  Active  and  Reserve  forces. 
The  Department  of  Defense  shares  this  view. 

Sincerely, 

Overton  Brooks, 
Chairman,  Subcommittee  No.  1, 
House  Armed  Services  Committee. 

I  now  propose  to  answer  everyone  of 
his  objections  briefly. 

Objection  No.  1  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  and 
the  Defense  Department  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  amendment  would  permit  exemption 
from  the  2 -year  draft  of  such  students. 
When  the  4-year  cycle  is  in  full  operation, 
this  might  amount  to  as  many  as  1,800,000 
militarily  eligible  men. 

If  we  assume  all  of  these  men  will  be 
attending  schools,  colleges,  or  universi¬ 
ties,  and  receiving  3  months  of  active 
military  training  each  year,  if  1,800,000 
men  every  4  years  are  being  educated 
and  receiving  active  military  training  at 
the  same  time,  the  country  will  have  a 
stronger  defense  in  modern  warfare  than 
if  these  men  are  not  educated.  A  man 
with  1  year  of  military  duty  and  a  col¬ 
lege  education,  it  seems  to  me,  is  of 
more  value  to  the  country,  in  war  or 
peace,  than  a  man  without  the  college 
education  and  2  years  of  military  train¬ 
ing. 

Objection  No.  2  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  and 
the  Defense  Department  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  amendment  would  seriously  reduce 
the  source  of  long-term  volunteer  enlisted 
men  for  the  Active  Forces. 

This  implies  that  if  a  boy  is  educated 
he  will  not  volunteer  as  an  enlisted  man. 
If  so,  are  we  to  deny  them  the  chance 
for  an  education  just  to  swell  our  mili¬ 
tary  ranks  with  boys  whom  we  deliber¬ 
ately  keep  out  of  school,  in  the  face  of  a 
desperate  need  for  highly  educated  per¬ 
sonnel? 

Objection  No.  3  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  and 
the  Defense  Department  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows:  — 

The  amendment  would  deprive  the  Armed 
Forces  of  their  primary  sources  of  young 
officers  as  well  as  medical  and  dental  officers. 

It  seems  to  me  that  just  the  opposite 
would  occur. 
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If  more  are  educated  in  colleges,  we 
have  more  available  men  qualified  to  be 
officers.  This  amendment  increases  the 
source  in  numbers  and  in  qualifications. 
Let  the  armed  services  make  it  more 
attractive  for  young  men  to  become  of¬ 
ficers,  or  for  doctors  and  dentists  to 
serve,  and  we  will  have  an  infinitely 
smaller  problem  in  these  areas  under  this 
amendment  than  we  have  today — or 
would  have  under  the  committee  bill. 

Objection  No.  4  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  and 
the  Defense  Department  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Since  all  training  would  be  concentrated 
in  the  summer,  new  facilities  would  have  to 
be  opened  and  the  active  forces  stripped  of 
training  instructors  to  meet  this  periodic 
peak  demand. 

The  program  would  require  just  about 
the  same  number  of  facilities  and  in¬ 
structor  personnel,  with  or  without  the 
amendment.  The  only  problem  involved 
is  one  of  scheduling  and  assignments. 
It  could,  in  fact,  result  in  more  efficient 
use  of  fewer  facilities  than  would  other¬ 
wise  have  to  be  established. 

Objection  No.  5  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  and 
the  Defense  Department  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

At  full  operation,  the  annual  cost  of  the 
training  could  be  almost  $2  billion,  not  in¬ 
cluding  the  costs  of  opening  required  facil¬ 
ities  and  of  moving  the  active  force  instruc¬ 
tor  personnel. 

Does  this  mean  they  would  be  trained 
for  nothing  under  the  committee  bill?  I 
am  sure  it  does  not. 

I  am  also  very  sure  that  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  does  not 
mean  it  would  cost  an  extra  $2  billion  to 
train  boys  under  this  program  than  it 
would  under  the  committee  bill. 

This  amendment  would  mean  a  very 
substantial  saving  in  money — and  would 
give  us  men  better  trained  and  better 
educated  for  the  defense  of  our  country 
in  the  age  of  science  and  electronics  we 
are  now  entering. 

Objection  No.  6  raised  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  and 
the  Defense  Department  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  amendment  would  discriminate  in 
favor  of  a  special  class  by  requiring  only  12 
months  total  active  duty  compared  with  24 
consecutive  months  for  draftees;  1  year  of 
Standby  Reserve  duty  compared  with  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  6  years  Ready  Reserve  duty  for 
draftees;  and  no  obligation  to  participate  as 
a  reservist  compared  with  possible  required 
Reserve  participation  for  draftees. 

The  committee  contends  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  is  not  universal  military  training, 
yet  argues  that  my  amendment  would 
discriminate  in  favor  of  a  special  class. 
The  committee  bill  provides  for  special 
treatment  of  certain  groups,  such  as  per¬ 
sons  who  prior  to  the  age  of  19  enlist  in 
the  National  Guard  or  the  Reserve,  to  un¬ 
dergo  6  months  of  active  duty  and  serve 
the  remainder  of  an  8-year  obligation  in 
Reserve  status.  The  committee  bill  also 
provides  that  upon  specific  finding  by  the 
President,  persons  with  critical  skills  en¬ 
gaged  in  critical  defense-supporting  in¬ 
dustries,  may  fulfill  their  military  obliga¬ 
tion  by  serving  6  months  on  active  duty 
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and  the  remainder  of  an  8-year  obliga¬ 
tion  in  Reserve  status. 

Under  my  amendment,  boys  would  re¬ 
ceive  a  total  of  12  months  active  training 
between  college  terms,  which  is  double 
the  active  training  that  some  groups 
would  receive  under  the  provisions  of  the 
committee  bill.  And,  under  my  amend¬ 
ment,  in  the  process  of  receiving  the  12 
months  of  active  training  the  boys  would 
be  obtaining  4  years  of  higher  education, 
which  in  the  long  run  is  of  more  value  to 
the  defense  of  the  country  than  longer 
periods  of  active  duty,  the  value  of  which 
diminishes  with  time. 

The  committee  and  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  apparently  place  all  their  stress 
on  the  mechanical,  physical  training  of 
soldiers.  Do  they  think  this  physical 
prowess  will  last  indefinitely,  or  would 
they  concede  the  greater  value  as  years 
go  by  of  a  fully  educated  citizen  who 
could  do  a  better  job  in  any  scientific  war 
we  may  have  to  wage  for  our  defense  in 
the  future? 

The  whole  program  proposed  in  my 
amendment  is  bound  to  be  cheaper.  It 
cannot  help  but  be  cheaper,  so  far  as 
that  is  concerned.  I  am  not  trying  to 
be  penny  wise  and  pound  foolish.  I  am 
as  anxious  to  defend  my  Nation  as  any 
human  being  on  this  earth.  I  am  as 
convinced  as  I  am  that  I  am  living  that 
an  educated  soldier  is  more  benefit  to 
his  country  in  time  of  war  and  he  is 
more  benefit  to  his  country  in  time  of 
peace.  Do  not  tell  me  that  if  you  take 
these  boys  and  get  them  imbued  with 
the  idea  of  being  educated,  instead  of 
throwing  every  obstacle  in  front  of  them, 
that  they  will  not  go  along  and  recog¬ 
nize  their  responsibility  to  this  country. 
Sometimes  I  think  we  act  as  though  we 
thought  we  would  be  the  last  generation 
of  loyal  Americans  to  be  born. 

Then  suppose  war  did  break  out 
after  they  had  had  3  years  and  maybe 
9  months  of  active  training,  do  you  not 
think  their  mental  ability,  their  brains, 
would  make  them  more  valuable  soldiers 
in  defense  of  this  Nation  than  they 
would  be  if  they  had  been  out  of  school? 
But  no;  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
says  that  is  abominable.  He  should 
stop  to  think — he  might  not  have  been 
an  officer  as  described  by  him — who 
knows,  he  might  not  even  be  a  Congress¬ 
man  today  if  somebody  had  not  helped 
him  along  and  encouraged  him  to  get  an 
education. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  making  a  splendid  argument  for 
this  voluntary  Reserve  program.  Under 
this  program,  if  we  adopt  it — and  I  cer¬ 
tainly  hope  we  do — a  young  man  or  boy 
who  wants  to  go  to  college  can  start  in 
the  summer,  when  he  gets  out  of  high 
school,  and  go  on  and  take  his  6  months. 
Now,  you  do  not  have  to  start  in  the  fall. 
That  used  to  be  the  usual  thing  to  start 
then,  but  since  we  have  had  these  wars 
and  the  boys  going  into  military  service, 
the  boys  start  in  the  second  semester. 
So,  under  this  program,  we  would  do 
exactly  the  thing  for  which  the  gentle¬ 
man  argues.  The  boy  could  go  to  camp 


for  6  months,  meet  his  obligation  in  the 
Reserve,  and  be  through  when  he  finishes 
that  time. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  You  know,  if  I  ever 
see  a  proposition  that  my  friend  from 
Indiana  cannot  explain,  I  am  going  to 
run  from  it.  The  gentleman  can  make 
his  proposition  plausible  any  time.  I,  as 
a  freshman  entering  college,  had  enough 
trouble  entering  in  September.  I  do  not 
know  what  would  have  happened  had  I 
waited  until  January.  You  know  the 
system  you  mention  was  put  in  operation 
for  the  GI’s.  You  are  not  saying  any¬ 
thing  against  this,  but  you  say  we  can 
do  that. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  the  gentleman 
wants  me  to  comment  on  his  amend¬ 
ment,  I  will  do  so. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  do  not  want  a  speech 
from  the  gentleman,  but  I  am  saying  you 
are  just  adopting  the  reasoning  of  the 
Pentagon  to  see  if  we  cannot  find  some 
other  way  of  doing  the  job.  That  is  the 
answer  to  that. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  has 
characterized  me,  and  I  always  appre¬ 
ciate  it.  I  am  sure  he  means  it.  I  am 
as  good  a  friend  of  his  as  I  know  he  is 
of  mine. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  You  are  one  of  the 
best  guys  that  ever  came  out  of  the  State 
of  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Then  let  me  say  to 
the  gentleman,  if  he  wants  me  to  com¬ 
ment  on  his  amendment,  in  all  of  these 
various  programs  that  we  have  been 
hearing  about,  we  have  sought  to  bring 
about  an  equality  of  obligation.  I  do 
not  think,  by  reason  of  the  shortness  of 
the  gentleman’s  requirements  for  service 
in  the  Reserve,  that  his  program  does 
spell  out  any  equality  of  obligation. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  tell  the  gentle¬ 
man  adding  1  more  option  to  the  3  or  4 
in  the  bill  is  simply  broadening  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  equality  of  obligation,  not  re¬ 
stricting  it.  Equality  of  obligation  is 
here,  but  you  are  still  going  to  need  some 
scientific  gadgets  if  you  ever  get  into  a 
war — and  then  you  want  some  educated 
scientists,  doctors,  and  so  forth,  who  can 
come  up  with  the  answer.  And  let  us 
not  forget  that. 

(Mr.  BARDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

(Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  proceed  for  10 
additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
Barden  amendment.  I  do  so  with  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  details  and  proce¬ 
dure  that  we  set  forth  in  the  bill  which 
has  been  presented  to  the  Congress.  As 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Hal- 
leck]  just  said,  we  tried  to  give  ybu  a 
bill  which  equalized  the  Reserve  respon¬ 
sibility  as  closely  as  we  could.  Under 
the  terms  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  certain  things 
would  happen  and  I  want  to  try  to  bring 
you,  if  I  may,  along  the  natural  proce¬ 
dure  which  a  young  man  arriving  at  the 


age  of  17  would  follow  under  this  amend¬ 
ment.  Let  us  take  a  boy  17  years  of  age. 
He  is  in  high  school  now  and  is  about 
to  graduate.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
bill,  which  has  been  presented  to  you,  he 
would  be  offered  an  opportunity  for  6 
months’  training  plus  a  Reserve  service, 
and  he  could  make  the  decision  at  the 
time  he  finished  high  school  or  before  he 
went  into  college.  So  there  would  be  the 
least  and  the  smallest  disruption  in  his 
educational  career.  Under  the  Barden 
amendment,  however,  here  is  where  that 
young  man  would  find  himself.  At  a 
time  that  he  reached  the  age  of  17,  he 
could  elect  instead  of  the  other  options 
presented  by  the  bill,  the  option  of  sign¬ 
ing  up  for  training  for  four  periods  of 
training  at  91  days  each — one  each  year 
in  midsummer  following  the  end  of  his 
school  term,  I  suppose.  That  would  give 
him  the  choice  at  that  time:  Will  I  or 
will  I  not  go  under  the  terms  of  the 
Barden  amendment? 

I  think  the  average  young  fellow  would 
decide  it  in  this  way  if  he  planned  to  go 
to  college:  He  would  say,  “Yes,  I  like 
the  Barden  amendment;  I  will  come  in 
under  that;  I  will  train  in  the  summer 
because  I  will  go  to  college  in  the  winter 
and  I  will  train  for  4  consecutive  sum¬ 
mers,  then  I  will  go  in  the  Reserve  for  1 
year  and  be  out  of  my  obligation  for 
military  services  in  the  United  States 
Military  Establishment  after  1  year  in 
the  Standby  Reserve.” 

If  he  is  a  young  man  who  perhaps  is 
not  planning  to  go  to  college  he  is  going 
to  resolve  it  the  other  way.  He  is  going 
to  say,  “I  will  not  accept  that  because 
how  can  I  meet  the  terms  and  the  obli¬ 
gations?  I  am  a  poor  boy;  I  am  not  able 
to  go  to  college  and  I  cannot  arrange 
every  year  for  4  consecutive  years  to  go 
to  a  91 -day  period  of  training.”  There¬ 
fore,  the  man  who  is  planning  to  com¬ 
plete  his  education  by  going  to  college, 
I  think  will  accept  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment;  but  the  man  who  cannot  afford 
to  go  to  college  or  who  is  not  interested 
in  going  to  college  will  refuse  to  accept 
it  because  he  cannot  meet  its  terms. 

What,  then,  are  you  going  to  have? 
You  are  going  to  have  the  college  men — 
there  are  about  220,000  a  year  entering 
colleges  from  high  schools.  There  are 
1,250,000  coming  out  of  high  schools 
every  year,  and  out  of  that  1,250,000  com¬ 
ing  out  of  high  school  each  year,  you  will 
have  about  220,000  who  will  say  they 
are  going  to  college  and  will  take  training 
under  the  Barden  amendment  to  get  rid 
of  their  military  obligation  and  have 
none  of  this  training  in  the  Reserves. 
But  the  poor  boy  who  does  not  go  to 
college,  either  because  he  lacks  ambition 
or  means,  will  not  go  under  the  program 
because  he  cannot  meet  its  terms.  You 
then  will  have  class  legislation.  You  will 
then  have  in  training,  under  the  Barden 
amendment,  men  from  the  colleges  and 
no  men  who  do  not  go  to  college. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  On  that 
point,  yes. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  am  of  exactly  the 
same  opinion  as  the  gentleman,  that  this 
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amendment  would  create  one  situation 
for  those  who  could  afford  to  go  to  col¬ 
lege  and  take  further  education  and  an¬ 
other  situation  for  those  who  cannot. 
There  will  be  those  two  groups. 

In  addition  to  what  the  gentleman 
has  pointed  out,  it  seems  to  me  this 
would  be  an  unwise  selection  for,  those 
young  people  who  do  want  to  go  to  col¬ 
lege,  but  who  have  to  work  every  sum¬ 
mer  to  pay  their  way  through  college  in 
the  winter. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
another  observation  on  that  point? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  For  a 
quick  observation. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  One  sec¬ 
tion  of  this  bill  provides  for  ready  units 
as  well  as  Ready  Reserves. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  right. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland.  Under  the 
Barden  amendment  there  would  be  no 
such  thing  as  a  ready  unit,  because  un¬ 
less  men  keep  training  they  go  into  the 
standbys. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Nobody 
from  college  would  be  in  the  ready  units. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes;  but 
I  am  going  to  finish  my  explanation, 
then  I  will  yield.  The  gentleman  used 
about  20  minutes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  But  I  would  like  the 
gentleman’s  explanation  to  be  right. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  refuse  to  yield  further. 

The  Barden  amendment  is  even  worse 
than  that.  College  men  completing  the 
course  would  have  no  further  obliga¬ 
tion  for  military  service  beyond  1  year, 
whereas  the  poor  boys  without  college 
education  who  come  in  under  it  are  in 
for  a  much  longer  period,  so  you  would 
have  one  Reserve  of  rich  boys  with  col¬ 
lege  education  and  another  of  boys  who 
do  not  go  to  college. 

But  worse  than  that,  of  the  220,000 
who  go  to  college  they  would  have  the 
election  of  whether  or  not  they  would 
wish  to  go  into  the  ROTC  which  most 
of  the  large  colleges  and  many  of  the 
smaller  colleges  have.  We  have  some¬ 
thing  like  260,000  ROTC  men  in  the  col¬ 
leges  of  the  United  States.  Under  the 
Barden  amendment  would  those  men 
become  part  of  the  ROTC?  Or  would 
they  be  separated  from  the  ROTC. 
Would  the  Barden  amendment  cut  into 
the  ROTC? 

Here  is  what  you  would  have  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  ROTC.  You  would  have 
these  young  men  in  school,  under  the 
Barden  amendment,  who  would  finish, 
their  obligation  while  in  school.  Why 
should  he  turn  around  and  go  into  the 
ROTC?  The  ROTC  is  the  organization 
that  furnishes  a  large  percentage  of  the 
officers,  especially  junior  officers  in  our 
Military  Establishment.  It  is  the  or¬ 
ganization  that  brings  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  close  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  because  it  is  our  people 
who  are  going  in  from  the  colleges  to 
serve  in  the  capacity  of  leadership  in 
the  Military  Establishment.  But  a  man 
in  ROTC  would  not  want  to  continue 
there  because  the  ROTC  requires  him 


to  go  to  classes  every  week  during  his 
whole  4-year  college  career,  then  be¬ 
tween  the  junior  and  senior  years  he 
has,  I  think  it  is  60  days,  to  go  to  sum¬ 
mer  camp.  After  he  gets  out  of  col¬ 
lege  and  gets  his  diploma  he  is  required 
to  go  into  service  for  2  years  in  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment,  after  which  he 
comes  back  and  enters  the  Reserves. 
A  man  who  wants  to  avoid  military 
service  will  go  to  college,  under  the  Bar¬ 
den  amendment,  then  he  will  be  through. 
A  man  in  the  ROTC,  which  is  one  of 
our  finest  programs  in  the  whole  estab¬ 
lishment,  will  simply  not  continue  in 
ROTC,  will  not  continue  his  study  and 
4  years  in  school,  go  to  summer  camp 
between  the  junior  and  senior  years,  2 
years  of  training  after  they  get  out  of 
college,  then  go  into  the  Reserves  after 
that.  He  will  not  do  it  and  you  will 
not  have  an  ROTC  program.  You  bet¬ 
ter  forget  about  the  ROTC  because  it 
will  be  a  thing  of  the  past  as  far  as  the 
Reserves  are  concerned. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  possible 
that  every  young  man  upon  reaching  the 
age  of  17  years  could  go  into  a  program, 
if  the  Barden  amendment  is  adopted, 
and  it  would  completely  wreck  the  other 
Reserve  establishments  of  the  country? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  another  feature 
to  this:  Under  the  Barden  amendment, 
the  college  boys  would  have  the  duty  of 
attending  a  91 -day  camp  every  summer. 
Are  we  going  to  have  the  same  drill 
training  each  summer  for  each  student 
or  are  you  going  to  progress  them 
through  the  freshman,  sophomore, 
junior,  and  senior  years?  I  would  as¬ 
sume  you  would  make  it  progressive. 
Why  would  you  send  the  college  boy  to 
a  training  camp  to  learn  the  same  thing 
summer  after  summer?  It  would  be 
ridiculous.  Under  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment,  you  would  have  to  have  a  school 
for  each  one  of  the  years — 1,  2,  3,  and  4 — 
that  is,  freshman,  sophomore,  junior, 
and  senior. 

Mr.  LANDRUM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  LANDRUM.  Would  it  not  be 
equally  ridiculous  to  require  them  to  drill 
once  a  week  for  48  weeks — the  same 
drill? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes.  I 
am  glad  the  gentleman  asked  that  ques¬ 
tion  because  it  shows  he  has  thought 
about  it.  Under  the  6  months’  program 
he  will  receive  his  basic  training.  We 
will  not  give  him  drill;  we  will  give  him 
advance  training.  That  is  a  part  of  the 
program.  We  want  him  to  have  tech¬ 
nical  training,  advance  Reserve  training, 
not  simply  “squads  east  and  west.”  I 
went  through  “squads  east  and  west,” 
like  the  gentleman  probably  did.  You 
do  not  want  to  duplicate  that.  But 
when  you  send  the  college  boys  out  you 
will  have  to  have  one  school  each  year. 
You  will  have  to  have  a  school  for  the 
Navy  boys;  you  will  have  to  have  a  school 
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for  the  Air  Force  boys  and  all  the  others. 
So  I  can  see  tremendous  difficulty  in  the 
operation  of  the  Barden  amendment. 

Furthermore,  the  instructors  under 
the  Barden  amendment  will  have  to  hold 
themselves  available  every  summer.  You 
cannot  use  them  the  year  around,  for 
9  months  of  the  year  they  are  going  to 
have  other  duties.  Under  the  Barden 
amendment,  they  will  work  91  days.  Un¬ 
der  our  program  in  the  bill,  the  training 
will  be  staged  regularly  throughout  the 
whole  year,  so  you  wrill  use  them  all  the 
year  around. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Has  the  gentleman 
any  information  as  to  the  cost  of  this 
type  of  program? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is  hard 
to  figure  the  cost.  You  would  have  to 
call  the  officer  instructors  in  especially 
for  91  days  during  the  summer.  You 
will  have  to  call  them  in  not  for  1  class 
but  for  4  classes  and  perhaps  for  4  classes 
for  each  service.  I  do  not  know  how  he 
intends  to  work  that  under  his  amend¬ 
ment.  I  do  know  that  the  cost  would  be 
terrific. 

We  asked  for  a  report  on  that  and  we 
were  told  that  the  cost  might  run  up  to 
$2  billion.  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
is  correct  or  not,  but  I  can  tell  you  the 
cost  of  training  them  under  the  Barden 
amendment  is  going  to  be  far  out  of  pro¬ 
portion  to  what  the  cost  is  under  the  bill 
we  submit  to  you. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  wall 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Supposing  a  young 
man  elects  to  take  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment.  At  the  end  of  the  second  year  he 
has  taken  two  3-month  training  periods 
and  then  is  unable  to  go  to  college. 
What  will  happen  during  the  next  train¬ 
ing  period? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Under 
the  Barden  amendment,  he  starts  all 
over  again.  He  is  not  given  credit  for 
that. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Correction,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  will  let 
the  gentleman  correct  that  in  his  own 
time.  Now,  that  is  pretty  much  the  idea 
set  forth  under  the  Barden  amendment. 

Let  me  say  one  thing  in  conclusion.  I 
am  just  as  much  concerned  as  is  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  in  the 
progress  of  education  of  our  people.  I 
have  supported  every  bit  of  legislation 
that  would  help  the  colleges,  and  the 
Congress  has  done  a  great  deal  to  help 
the  colleges.  I  do  not  know  of  any  finer 
course  than  the  ROTC  to  help  the  col¬ 
leges  and  the  universities  of  the  United 
States.  And,  if  you  have  seen  the  appli¬ 
cations  we  have  had  from  colleges  that 
now  do  not  have  ROTC,  that  missed  the 
boat  when  there  was  an  opportunity  to 
get  ROTC,  you  would  know  that  they 
value  ROTC  as  one  of  the  finest  bits  of 
training  that  they  have  in  their  whole 
curriculum.  I  do  not  want  to  see  any¬ 
thing  done,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Con¬ 
gress  wants  to  see  anything  done  to  hurt 
the  ROTC  program  in  the  colleges  and 
the  universities  throughout  the  United 
States. 
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Again  I  say  in  conclusion,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  that  under  the  Barden  amendment 
the  college  boys  are  going  to  avoid  their 
full  responsibility;  there  is  going  to  be 
no  further  training,  no  opportunity  to 
use  them  in  an  emergency  declared  by 
the  Congress  or  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  The  men  that  are  going 
to  earry  the  load  and  fight  the  battle 
are  the  men  that  did  not  have  the  money 
to  go  to  college. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
section  3  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  30  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  object,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

(Mr.  CRUMPACKER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  reluctant  to  in¬ 
ject  myself  at  this  stage  of  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]  but  I  was  unable  to  obtain  rec¬ 
ognition  earlier.  I  would  like  to  speak 
for  a  moment  about  the  parliamentary 
situation  which  we  face.  I  hope  that  all 
Members  of  this  House  will  remember 
that  this  House  constitutes  only  one-half 
of  the  Congress,  as  it  seems  to  me  that 
that  is  extremely  important  in  consider¬ 
ing  this  legislation.  As  you  will  recall, 
several  months  ago  we  passed  a  draft  act 
calling  for  a  4-year  extension  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Selective  Service  System.  Now, 
this  particular  piece  of  legislation  has 
been  resting  in  the  other  body  ever  since 
that  time.  No  action  has  been  taken. 
Why  not?  I  would  like  to  have  someone 
explain  that  to  me.  It  seems  rather  ap¬ 
parent  that  they  are  holding  that  piece 
of  legislation  in  the  other  body  until  such 
time  as  this  House  acts  on  the  Reserve 
plan,  now  before  us. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  can  reply  to  the 
gentleman  by  pointing  out  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  its  Armed  Services  Committee, 
usually  await  House  action.  Many  times 
they  take  the  House  hearings  in  order  to 
hurry  the  bill  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
for  consideration. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  was  speaking 
of  the  Selective  Service  Act,  not  the  Re¬ 
serve  Act.  The  Selective  Service  Act 
passed  this  House  months  ago.  It  seems 
quite  apparent  that  they  are  holding  it 
over  there  with  the  intention  of  wrap¬ 
ping  this  pending  bill  into  it,  after  re¬ 
writing  the  Reserve  plan  the  way  the 
Pentagon  wants  it  and  then  handing  it 
back  to  us  on  a  conference  report,  either 
to  accept  the  changes  that  they  have 
made  in  the  Reserve  plan  or  else  voting 
against  the  whole  thing  including  the 
extension  of  the  draft.  This  is  a  very 
clever  maneuver. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield. 


Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  very  happy  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  is  bringing  out 
a  most  significant  and  important  point 
and  I  wish  Members  on  the  floor  would 
listen  to  him  long  enough  to  know  what 
he  is  talking  about. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Four  years  ago 
we  had  this  same  parliamentary  ma¬ 
neuver  demonstrated  to  us.  At  that  time 
the  national  Reserve  training  plan  was 
wrapped  into  the  extension  of  the  draft. 
We  discussed  it  at  some  length  on  this 
floor  and  amended  it  somewhat.  Then 
it  went  to  the  other  body.  The  House 
amendments  were  knocked  out  and 
eventually  we  were  presented  with  a  con¬ 
ference  report  in  which  we  had  either  to 
accept  proposals  that  had  already  been 
rejected  on  the  floor  of  the  House  or  else 
vote  against  the  extension  of  the  Draft 
Act — which  most  Members  recognized  as 
essential. 

We  are  again  going  to  be  presented 
with  that  same  situation.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services,  I  think,  has  done 
a  good  job  of  amending  the  bill  which 
was  presented  by  the  Pentagon  and  re¬ 
moving  some  of  the  more  objectionable 
features.  But  let  us  not  delude  our¬ 
selves  into  thinking  that  the  language 
now  before  us  will  become  the  final  form 
of  the  bill.  On  the  basis  of  past  experi¬ 
ence  and  on  the  past  record,  you  may 
depend  upon  the  other  body  to  come  up 
with  something  much  closer  to  what  the 
Pentagon  originally  asked  for.  Then 
they  will  tie  it  into  the  extension  of  the 
Draft  Act.  Eventually,  if  you  approve 
this  bill  today,  you  will  then  have  to  vote 
either  against  the  extension  of  the  Draft 
Act  or  for  measures  which  you  would 
vote  against  if  presented  as  a  separate 
issue  today. 

I  say  to  you  that  if  you  want  to  con¬ 
sider  this  subject  separately  from  the 
Draft  Act,  the  only  way  you  can  do  it  is 
to  vote  for  the  motion  to  recommit  and 
keep  this  measure  off  the  floor  until  the 
other  body  has  acted  on  the  extension 
of  the  Draft  Act,  or  else  you  ultimately 
will  be  presented  with  a  single  package 
embodying  both  propositions. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  DURHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
not  taken  any  time  on  this  measure  up 
to  now.  It  is  not  a  very  pleasant  task 
I  find  myself  faced  with,  opposing  one 
of  my  closest  friends  and  a  member  of 
my  own  State  delegation  on  his  amend¬ 
ment. 

In  discussing  the  matter  of  defense, 
I  am  sure  that  every  Member  of  this 
House  wants  to  cast  what  he  feels  is  a 
vote  for  security  of  our  Nation,  one  that 
will  give  this  country  full  security.  We 
have  had  crocodile  tears  shed  here  for 
the  last  24  hours,  as  usual,  on  this 
measure.  But  I  think  the  one  thing 
that  secures  the  peace  of  the  world  today 
has  been  much  of  the  legislation  that 
has  come  out  of  this  great  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 


I  think  the  record  of  our  committee 
will  show  that  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Short]  has  contributed  per¬ 
haps  as  much  to  the  national  defense  as 
any  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  think  that  today,  as 
the  President  said  yesterday,  we  are 
closer  to  peace  than  we  have  been  at  any 
time  recently.  It  is  not  due  to  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House,  it  is  due  to  all  Members 
of  the  House,  including  Dewey  Short, 
because  he  has  rendered  fine  service.  He 
has  been  serving  here  now  for  20  years 
or  more,  and  his  service  has  been  out¬ 
standing  in  trying  to  develop  the  weap¬ 
ons  that  were  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
defense  of  this  country,  as  well  as  pro¬ 
viding  the  manpower. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
amendment  offered  by  my  friend  from 
North  Carolina  because  I  do  not  see  that 
it  will  add  anything  to  our  educational 
system  or  permit  more  boys  to  graduate 
from  high  school.  Does  this  House  know 
that  in  1944,  in  the  midst  of  the  war,  we 
graduated  more  high  school  students 
than  we  did  in  1950  or  1951?  If  someone 
can  answer  that,  that  the  services  have 
been  detrimental  to  our  securing  high 
school  graduates,  I  would  like  to  have  it. 

Another  thing  that  disturbs  me,  I  do 
not  believe  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  can  tell  me  what  number  he 
will  have  at  the  end  of  his  4  years  of 
training.  I  am  not  sure  if  he  can  find 
any  figures  to  give  me  the  number, 
whether  it  is  a  million  and  a  half  or 
2  million,  he  will  have  at  the  end  of  4 
years. 

How  many  will  you  have  at  the  end  of 
your  4-year  program  to  put  in  the  1-year 
Reserve? 

We  know  exactly  how  many  we  will 
have.  We  limit  it  to  not  more  than 
250,000. 

Is  that  the  way  to  handle  national 
defense? 

If  you  are  building  a  Reserve  you  have 
to  know  your  numbers  and  how  you  will 
finance  them.  We  would  not  know 
whether  to  put  up  $1  billion  or  $2  billion. 

The  gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
question.  The  gentleman  has  had  plen¬ 
ty  of  time  to  speak  on  his  amendment, 
and  I  want  to  speak  to  the  committee 
on  some  of  these  points. 

In  1951  we  had  562,000  graduate  from 
high  school  in  this  country.  In  1953 
we  had  608,500.  In  1954  we  had  640,200. 
In  1950  we  had  329,800  graduate  from 
college,  in  1951  we  had  279,000,  in  1952 
we  had  227,000,  in  1953  we  had  200,800, 
and  in  1954  we  had  187,500. 

Now,  I  wish  any  educator  in  this  coun¬ 
try  could  tell  me  why  you  had  more 
high  school  graduates  in  1954,  640,200, 
and  you  had  only  187,500  college  grad¬ 
uates,  whereas  in  1950  you  had  507,000 
high  school  graduates  and  came  out  with 
329,800  college  graduates. 

Someone  will  say  that  was  due  pri¬ 
marily  to  the  GI  bill,  to  which  probably 
a  part  of  it  was.  Now  we  are  faced  with 
a  situation  with  the  enrollment  in  col¬ 
lege  and  the  institutions  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation  in  1954  of  1,602,000. 

The  main  argument  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  is  making  is  that 
this  is  going  to  provide  higher  education. 
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that  Is,  by  taking  these  boys  and  put¬ 
ting  them  in  a  91-day  training  period 
for  4  years  you  are  going  to  get  more 
physicists  and  more  chemists  at  the 
end  of  approximately  6,  7,  or  8  years 
than  you  would  get  by  the  other  method. 
Personally,  I  have  not  been  satisfied 
with  the  other  method.  I  do  not 
think  we  went  far  enough  in  trying 
to  solve  this  problem  because  our  prob¬ 
lem  in  the  matter  of  shortage  of 
scientists  is  not  at  the  bottom  of  this 
barrel,  but  at  the  top.  Some  day  this 
House  is  going  to  be  realistic  and  adopt 
a  real  manpower  program.  Until  we  do 
that,  we  are  endangering  the  science  and 
the  scientific  progress  of  this  country. 
It  is  just  as  plain  as  that.  There  is  no 
way  in  the  world  to  solve  it.  Today  we 
are  deferring  boys  in  college  for  4  years. 
We  deferred  a  large  number  of  the 
1,421,000  this  year.  Think  of  that. 
Most  of  them  are  deferred  for  4  years. 
They  come  out  of  college  and  then  we 
draft  them  and  put  them  in  the  Army 
for  2  years.  How  in  the  world  are  you 
going  to  get  a  master’s  degree  or  doc¬ 
tor’s  degree  with  any  such  program  as 
that?  But  that  is  what  is  happening. 
We  have  to  approach  this  thing  realisti¬ 
cally  by  going  down  to  the  bottom  of  this 
barrel  and  trying  to  solve  it  by  some  for¬ 
mula  that  will  make  sense.  As  I  said,  I 
do  not  fully  agree  with  what  we  have  in 
the  bill,  but  I  think  it  is  better  than 
nothing.  At  least  it  is  something  that 
we  can  try.  The  primary  thing  which 
this  measure  does  is  to  try  the  best  way 
we  know  to  solve  this  problem  because 
if  you  do  not  build  up  a  Reserve,  you 
will  never  get  out  from  under  this  draft 
as  long  as  this  country  exists.  Because 
there  will  always  be  some  sort  of  emer¬ 
gency.  But  if  you  can  build  up  a  Re¬ 
serve  which  can  be  done  as  this  chart 
shows  you,  as  anybody  can  understand, 
then  if  we  do  get  into  an  emergency, 
and  we  have  to  call  them  out,  they  will 
be  capable  of  defending  our  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  could  say  much  more 
than  I  have.  I  have  many  more  objec¬ 
tions  to  this  amendment  because  I  do 
not  think  it  anywhere  near  solves  the 
problem  in  the  field  of  education.  I 
could  give  you  many  other  reasons  why 
it  is  objectionable.  It  is  objectionable, 
too,  from  the  standpoint  of  trying  to 
write  legislation  as  complicated  as  this 
on  the  floor  of  the  House.  This  com¬ 
mittee  has  spent  months  on  this  meas¬ 
ure.  It  is  not  perfect  by  any  means  and 
it  will  not  be  perfect,  but  you  simply 
cannot  write  a  manpower  formula  on 
the  floor  of  the  House.  That  is  some¬ 
thing  that  must  be  done  in  committee. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
a  young  man  who  did  not  have  the  means 
of  going  to  college  would  have  to  shoulder 
the  burden  of  not  only  active  duty  but 
ready  service  in  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Here  is  the  situation 
we  are  in  today.  Either  we  must  adopt 
a  measure  like  this  or  if,  as  has  been 
stated  on  the  floor  many  times,  we  hap¬ 
pen  to  get  into  an  emergency  which  can 
happen  and,  of  course,  we  hope  that  it 
will  not — but,  if  we  do  get  into  an  emer¬ 
gency,  we  are  going  to  have  to  go  back 


and  call  up  these  Reserves  who  have  al¬ 
ready  seen  service.  There  is  no  other 
way  to  do  it  under  the  present  system. 
We  either  adopt  this  system  or  we  con¬ 
tinue  with  our  old  system  which  will 
compel  the  veterans  with  service  to  go 
into  service  in  case  of  an  emergency. 

The  Barden  amendment  provides  that 
any  person,  upon  reaching  the  age  of 
17 — with  his  parents’  consent — or  upon 
reaching  the  age  of  18,  by  his  own  con¬ 
sent,  if  he  is  enrolled  in  a  high  school, 
college,  or  university,  may  file  a  notice 
with  his  draft  board  whereby  he  may 
elect  to  receive  active  duty  for  training 
for  91  days  each  summer  for  four  sum¬ 
mers.  If  he  makes  this  election  he  will 
not  be  subject  to  the  draft. 

Under  the  amendment,  after  making 
such  election,  between  the  1st  and  11th 
day  of  June  he  would  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  91  days. 
While  in  this  training  status  he  would 
be  in  pay  grade  E-l. 

If,  before  completing  his  four  annual 
periods  of  active  duty  for  training,  he 
ceases  to  attend  his  educational  insti¬ 
tution,  his  election  to  receive  the  active 
duty  for  training  would  be  canceled  and 
he  would  then  be  liable  for  the  draft. 

After  receiving  the  summer  training 
for  4  years  he  would  be  placed  in  the 
Standby  Reserve  for  1  year  and,  at  the 
conclusion  of  that  year,  he  would  be 
released  from  all  liability  for  training 
and  service. 

The  amendment  would  not  be  opera¬ 
tive  in  time  of  war  or  any  period  of 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
Congress. 

In  my  opinion,  this  is  an  impossible 
amendment  which  could  not  be  accepted 
by  the  committee. 

The  amendment  is  extremely  discrimi¬ 
natory  and  inequitable  inasmuch  as 
this  election  is  only  given  to  persons  who 
are  able  to  attend  high  school  and  col¬ 
lege.  It  certainly,  in  that  sense,  would 
be  considered  to  be  a  “rich  man's” 
amendment.  Any  person  not  able  to  at¬ 
tend  college  would  have  to  volunteer  to 
serve  in  the  Armed  Forces  under  one  of 
the  enlistment  programs  or  would  be 
drafted. 

It  should  be  noted  that  a  person  mak¬ 
ing  this  election  spends  no  time  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  whatsoever  because,  un¬ 
der  the  terms  of  the  amendment  he  goes 
directly  into  the  Standby  Reserve  and 
then  only  spends  1  year  in  the  Standby 
Reserve,  after  which  he  is  released  from 
his  military  obligation. 

It  is  further  discriminatory  because, 
in  effect,  it  lowers  this  person's  military 
obligation  to  5  year’s,  with  no  time  spent 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  whereas  draftees 
and  all  voluntary  enlistees  are  required 
to  assume  an  8 -year  obligation  with  time 
spent  in  the  Ready  Reserve  where  they 
are  required  to  participate  in  training. 
Thus,  it  places  a  premium  on  the  man 
who  elects  to  take  summer  training  only. 

In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
this  amendment,  if  adopted,  would  ruin 
the  long-term  volunteer-enlistment  pro¬ 
gram  because,  unless  a  person  was  en¬ 
listing  in  order  to  make  the  service  a 
career,  he  would  be  foolish  to  spend  3 
or  4  years  on  active  duty  plus  a  period 
of  required  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
and  also  assume  a  total  8-year  obliga¬ 


M  ay  18 

tion  when  he  could  spend  four  summers 
on  active  duty  for  training  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  by  no  Ready  Reserve  and  only  1 
year  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Of  course,  it  would  go  without  saying 
that  such  an  amendment  would  if 
adopted  completely  kill  the  ROTC  pro¬ 
gram  because,  again,  it  is  difficult  to 
imagine  a  young  man  spending  4  years 
in  college  ROTC,  plus  2  years  on  active 
duty,  plus  6  years  in  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents,  when  he  could  satisfy  his  en¬ 
tire  military  obligation  by  going  to  sum¬ 
mer  camps  for  4  years  and  thereafter 
spending  1  year  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Such  an  amendment  would  have  the 
effect  of  lowering  the  input  of  junior  of¬ 
ficers  into  the  active  service  to  the  point 
where  the  only  junior  officers  entering  on 
active  duty  would  be  graduates  of  the 
service  Academies. 

It  should  be  noted  that,  under  the 
amendment,  all  persons  would  be  trained 
at  one  time;  that  is,  they  would  be  called 
to  active  duty  for  training  between  the 
1st  and  11th  day  of  June  of  each  year. 
This  would  certainly  overload  training 
facilities  and  the  result  would  most  likely 
be  that  new  camps  and  training  stations 
would  have  to  be  opened  for  the  summer 
to  accommodate  the  trainees  and  then 
closed  again  for  the  balance  of  the  year. 

Furthermore,  trainers  would  have  to 
be  diverted  from  the  operating  forces 
only  in  the  summer  and  then  have  to  be 
assigned  to  other  duties  for  the  other 
9  months  of  the  year. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  amendment,  a 
person  is  placed  in  pay  grade  E-l. 
There  are  no  provisions  that  he  can  be 
promoted  and,  consequently,  he  would 
stay  in  that  pay  grade  for  the  5  years 
he  would  spend  in  performing  active 
duty  for  training  and  serving  in  the 
Standby  Reserve. 

It  would  seem  that  attempting  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  amendment,  if  enacted, 
would  be  extremely  difficult  because  per¬ 
sons  would  be  coming  to  the  same  camps 
with  no  prior  service,  some  with  1,  2,  or 
3  previous  encampments,  and  training 
programs  would  have  to  be  devised  and 
carried  on  at  the  same  camps  to  get  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of  training  to  each  such 
group. 

At  this  time  I  have  not  been  able  to 
secure  information  from  the  depart¬ 
ments  as  to  the  additional  cost  which 
would  be  entailed  in  attempting  to  work 
out  this  type  of  program,  but  this  is  be¬ 
ing  worked  on  and  I  expect  to  have  it 
soon. 

In  my  opinion,  the  Barden  amendment 
has  four  major  objections. 

First,  it  envisions  a  program  of  inde¬ 
terminate  size — there  is  no  limitation 
contained  in  the  amendment — which 
would  function  only  in  the  summer 
months.  This  would  require  facilities 
and  personnel  for  at  least  4  months  out 
of  each  year — even  though  the  training 
is  for  91  days  there  would  be  additional 
time  required  for  readying  the  camps  and 
training  the  personnel  who  would  be  used 
as  trainers.  This  would  require  a  large 
dislocation  of  regular  forces  for  this  pe¬ 
riod  of  time,  interrupting  other  training 
programs  and  possibly  having  a  very  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  combat  units.  The 
number  of  personnel  required  to  conduct 
such  a  program  might  well  preclude  the 
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assignment  of  personnel  overseas  which 
would  tend  to  greatly  retard  the  rotation 
program. 

The  6  months’  training  program  con¬ 
templated  by  the  national  Reserve  plan 
envisions  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel 
integrated  into  regular  training  estab¬ 
lishments  and  units.  There  is  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  250,000  trainees  permitted  annu¬ 
ally  under  the  national  Reserve  plan,  but 
no  limitation  in  the  Barden  amendment. 

The  second  objection  is  that  the 
amendment,  if  adopted,  could  only  add 
confusion  to  the  whole  problem.  Young 
men  would  then  have  to  decide  upon  (a) 
the  6  months’  program,  (b)  the  Barden 
program,  (c)  induction,  (d)  volunteer¬ 
ing,  (e)  doing  nothing.  If  all  young  men 
under  the  draft  age  should  adopt  the 
Barden  program,  then  we  would  have  all 
trainees,  some  trainers,  and  relatively  no 
standing  force  since  we  have  learned 
from  experience  that  we  cannot  main¬ 
tain  a  volunteer  force  of  more  than 
1,500,000  men. 

The  third  objection  is  that  the  91  days 
of  training  is  separated  from  the  next 
period  of  training  by  9  months.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  that  Mr.  Barden’s  program 
is  based  on  the  theory  that  4  periods  of 
91  days  each  is  equivalent  to  6  months  of 
continuous  training.  The  theory  of  a 
minimum  basic  training  period  of  6 
months  is  based  upon  intensive  training 
and  indoctrination  over  a  continuous  6 
months’  period.  Anything  of  a  con¬ 
tinuous  nature  for  a  lesser  period  will  not 
provide  the  training  necessary  to  equip 
men  for  service  in  the  Reserve  and 
eventually  combat  assignment,  should 
the  occasion  arise. 

The  fourth  and  major  objection  to  the 
Barden  program  is  that  it  overlooks  en¬ 
tirely  the  whole  purpose  of  the  national 
Reserve  plan — namely,  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  Ready  Reserve  ready  to  fight 
if  called  upon.  Under  Mr.  Barden’s 
amendment  young  men  who  have  com¬ 
pleted  their  training  would  be  under  no 
obligation  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  The 
purpose  of  the  6  months’  program  is  to 
provide  a  Ready  Reserve  of  individuals 
who  know  their  responsibility  and  their 
obligation. 

Under  the  Barden  amendment,  in  the 
event  of  emergency,  individuals  who 
would  be  available  for  service  would  be 
in  1  of  4  categories: 

First.  Those  about  to  enter  their 
fourth  year  of  summer  training. 

Second.  Those  about  to  enter  their 
third  year  of  summer  training. 

Third.  Those  about  to  enter  their  sec¬ 
ond  year  of  summer  training. 

Fourth.  Those  about  to  enter  their 
first  year  of  summer  training. 

It  is  possible  that  there  would  be  prac¬ 
tically  no  Ready  Reserve  in  being. 

The  situation  would  be  dependent 
upon  when  the  emergency  arose  insofar 
as  the  time  of  year  is  concerned. 


Years 

Male  high- 
school 
graduates 

Male  col¬ 
lege  grad¬ 
uates 

1950... . . . . 

570,  700 
562, 500 
569,  200 
608,  500 
640,  200 

329.800 
279,000 
227, 000 

200.800 
187,500 

1951 _ 

1952. . . . 

1953... . . . . 

1954. . . . . . 

In  1944  the  number  of  high  school 
graduates — male — was  576,700. 

The  number  of  college  graduates  in¬ 
cludes  graduates  receiving  initial  de¬ 
grees  only. 

The  numbers  of  college  graduates  in 
the  earlier  years  listed  above  are  higher 
than  those  coming  later  because  the 
earlier  period  included  World  War  II 
veterans. 

The  number  of  men  enrolled  in  colleges 
and  other  higher  educational  institu¬ 
tions  in  the  fall  of  1954  is  1,602,000,  of 
whom  1,421,000  were  undergraduates  ac¬ 
cording  to  estimates  of  the  Office  of 
Education. 

(Mr.  DURHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  see  if  we 
cannot  reach  some  agreement  to  limit, 
debate  on  section  3.  We  have  been  dis¬ 
cussing  the  Barden  amendment  for  al¬ 
most  an  hour  and  a  quarter.  Of  course, 
it  is  not  our  desire  to  cut  anyone  off,  but 
at  the  same  time  we  must  make  progress. 
From  the  number  of  gentlemen  I  see  on 
their  feet  who  want  to  talk  on  the  Barden 
amendment,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  all  debate  on  the 
Barden  amendment,  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  close  in  30  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  inform  us  whether 
his  objective  is  to  try  to  act  on  the 
amendment  and  conclude  consideration 
of  the  bill  today? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  hopeful  that  when 
we  get  through  the  Barden  amendment 
we  will  then  take  up  the  amendment 
which  the  gentleman  from  California 
suggested  he  proposed  to  offer.  There 
are  some  amendments  at  the  desk.  I 
hope  we  may  have  a  rollcall  vote  on  the 
bill  at  least  by  6  o’clock. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  That  may  be  pos¬ 
sible  but - 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  the  regular  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  regular  order 
is,  Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  has 
listed  the  names  of  those  seeking  recog¬ 
nition  on  the  amendment.  Without  ob¬ 
jection  each  gentleman  will  be  recog¬ 
nized  for  3  minutes. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Van  Zandt]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  yield  my  3 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Miller]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ob¬ 
ject;  and  I  will  object  to  any  relinquish¬ 
ing  of  time  by  anyone  else. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  is  recognized. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  that  I  be  called  later. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Mason]  is  recognized. 


(Mr.  MASON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  pro¬ 
posal  before  us  has  been  designated  as 
the  same  lady  we  have  been  asked  to  em¬ 
brace  several  times  in  the  last  15  years, 
only  the  lady  wears  a  different  kimono 
today. 

I  do  not  care  for  that  parallel  or  simile. 
I  say  that  this  is  the  same  disreputable, 
obnoxious  wench  we  have  been  asked  to 
embrace  many  times  in  the  last  12  years, 
only  that  wench  has  been  clothed  with 
silk  habiliments,  and  if  she  were  ex¬ 
amined  closely  you  would  find  that  she 
probably  was  wearing  falsies  to  make  her 
more  glamorous  and  give  her  more  sex 
appeal.  As  for  me,  I  am  against  embrac¬ 
ing  that  kind  of  a  wench. 

Mr.  Chairman,  10  years  ago,  to  be  ex¬ 
act  in  June*  1945,  I  proposed  in  this 
House  something  similar  to  the  Barden 
amendment.  This  is  the  language  I  used 
at  that  time: 

If  the  bill  provided  that  a  major  portion  of 
the  training  might  be  given  as  a  part  of  our 
high-school  and  college  courses,  we  would  be 
inclined  to  support  the  measure.  We  believe 
that  much  of  our  military-training  program 
could  be  and  should  be  given  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  high  schools  and  colleges 
with  Regular  Army  instructors  assigned  for 
the  work. 

Like  the  ROTC. 

If  this  were  done,  every  high-school  boy 
that  did  not  go  on  to  college  could  finish 
his  full  year  of  training  by  attending  an 
Army  camp  for  1  or  2  summer  sessions — • 

Like  proposed  here — 
making  it  unnecessary  for  him  to  lose  a 
full  year  of  school  to  complete  the  required 
military-training  program.  The  boy  that 
goes  on  to  college  should  have  no  difficulty 
in  completing  the  full  year’s  requirement  of 
military  training  during  his  college  course. 

That  was  a  proposal  I  made  10  years 
ago.  The  Barden  proposal  comes  some¬ 
what  near  that  proposal  and  I  think  it 
should  be  worked  out. 

I  hope  that  this  House  will  adopt  the 
Barden  proposal. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Williams]. 

(Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  to  what  extent  the  members 
of  the  Armed  Services  Manpower  Sub¬ 
committee  have  considered  the  personal 
situations  of  these  boys  who  will  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  pending  legislation,  I  do 
not  know.  I  do  know  though,  that  every 
time  I  talk  with  some  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  to  suggest 
that  they  write  in  some  kind  of  provision 
which  would  prevent  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  from  completely  inter¬ 
rupting  these  young  men’s  lives,  and  ask 
him  why  that  is  not  done,  I  am  told  that 
the  military  will  not  go  along. 

I  have  heard  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  ask  members  speaking  in 
opposition  to  the  bill  if  they  could  sug¬ 
gest  any  alternative  to  it.  As  to  alterna¬ 
tives,  I  hold  in  my  hand  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  591,  introduced  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague]  which  has  been 
before  this  subcommittee  since  January 


5580 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE  May  18 


5,  1955.  The  Teague  bill  is  at  least  one 
reasonable  alternative. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield?  I 
know  what  the  gentleman  is  driving  at 
and  I  talked  to  him  about  it. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  The 
gentleman  is  correct.  He  did  speak  to 
me  about  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  My  recol¬ 
lection  is  the  gentleman  said  he  would 
not  make  a  point  of  it. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  am 
not  making  a  point  of  it,  and  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  let  me  finish  what  I  want  to 
say,  he  will  see  I  am  not  making  a  point 
of  it.  I  think  it  fair,  though,  to  show 
that  this  bill  has  been  before  the  sub¬ 
committee  since  January,  which  would 
indicate  that  the  subcommittee  had  not 
looked  very  searchingly  for  alternatives. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
the  point  I  was  getting  at.  The  subcom¬ 
mittee  did  consider  it,  and  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  invited  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas,  author  of  the  bill — in 
fact,  I  personally  invited  him — to  appear 
before  the  committee  in  support  of  that 
bill.  He  indicated  he  wanted  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  consider  it.  The  committee 
considered  the  very  point  in  that 
measure. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  do 
not  know  what  transpired  between  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  and  the 
gentleman  from  Texas,  but  the  record 
shows  that  the  bill  was  introduced  in 
January  and  referred  to  the  gentleman’s 
subcommittee.  About  2  weeks  ago  I 
found  out  about  it  and  asked  a  member 
of  the  gentleman’s  subcommittee — in 
fact,  I  asked  two  members  of  his  sub¬ 
committee — if  that  bill  had  been  con¬ 
sidered.  They  did  not  even  know  it  had 
been  introduced. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  support 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina.  I  am  aware  that 
the  amendment  may  have  technical  im¬ 
perfections,  but  at  least  it  offers  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  our  young  men  to  discharge 
their  service  obligation  without  having 
to  interrupt  their  schooling. 

From  my  limited  experience  in  the 
service,  both  in  training  and  as  an  officer, 

I  found  this  to  be  true:  It  matters  little 
how  much  time  is  put  in  training,  but 
rather  how  that  time  is  used.  As  has 
been  pointed  out  in  previous  debate, 
thousands  of  American  boys  were  sent 
overseas  in  the  last  war  with  but  a  few 
months’  training,  and  in  most  cases  ac¬ 
quitted  themselves  like  veteran  soldiers. 
While  I  would  never  want  to  see  un¬ 
trained  soldiers  sent  into  combat,  of 
course,  the  fact  is  that  a  soldier’s  fitness 
cannot  be  measured  solely  in  terms  of 
time  spent  in  training,  if  they  can  re¬ 
ceive  the  necessary  training  by  going  to 
camp  during  summer-school  recess,  what 
possible  objection  could  be  raised? 

We  need  reserves,  and  we  must  have  a 
workable  program  in  order  to  get  and 
keep  them.  The  Barden  amendment  ap¬ 
proach  is  at  least  a  step  in  the  right 
direction. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Gavin J. 


(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  -and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  few 
moments  ago  my  very  distinguished  and 
good  friend  from  Missouri,  whom  I 
greatly  admire,  a  great  American,  who 
has  contributed  much  to  our  defense 
program,  made  some  reference  to  the 
Army  sergeants.  At  times  I  think  the 
Members  become  a  bit  excited  by  the 
exuberance  of  their  own  verbosity. 

Now  let  me  say  a  word  in  the  short 
time  allotted  on  behalf  of  the  Army  ser¬ 
geants.  The  sergeant  works  hard  for  his 
rank.  He  puts  in  long  hours.  He  is 
charged  with  many  responsibilities.  He 
takes  his  work  seriously.  He  is  highly 
regarded.  He  is  the  man  who  trains  the 
troops  and  he  is  the  man  who  leads  the 
troops,  and  he  is  the  man  who  builds  up 
and  holds  up  their  morale  under  combat 
conditions.  He  is  the  man  who  builds 
up  the  esprit  de  corps.  He  is  always  on 
the  alert.  So  let  me  say  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers,  he  is  a  highly  respected  member  of 
the  military  group,  as  he  is  the  man 
charged  with  getting  things  done  and  ob¬ 
jectives  reached,  so  I  feel  that  some  word 
should  be  said  on  behalf  of  him.  I  just 
want  to  say  that  I  am  mighty  proud  to 
have  held  the  rank  of  sergeant.  I  never 
had  any  further  military  ambitions  after 
I  reached  the  rank  of  sergeant.  I  am 
mighty  proud  of  the  sergeants.  They 
turn  in  an  outstanding  performance  of 
which  they  can  be  proud.  They  really 
need  no  defense  from  me;  they  can  take 
care  of  themselves. 

Now,  coming  back  to  the  Barden 
amendment,  if  you  said  to  a  boy,  “Now, 
son,  do  you  want  to  take  6  months  in  the 
service  and  get  this  training  program 
over  with,  or  do  you  want  to  take  3 
months  each  year  for  4  years  and  stretch 
it  out,”  the  average  boy  would  take  the 
6  months  and  that  would  be  the  end  of 
it,  and  he  would  be  glad  to  have  the 
opportunity.  That  is  the  opportunity 
we  are  giving  him  under  this  bill.  Now, 
adding  any  amendment  such  as  Barden 
amendment  is  just  going  to  confuse  the 
issue,  and  we  will  not  get  the  kind  of 
legislation  we  need  to  develop  this  Re¬ 
serve  program,  and  we  certainly  need  it. 
So  I  say  to  you  that,  if  I  had  a  boy  who 
was  coming  along,  I  would  say,  “Take  the 
6  months,  son,  and  have  your  training 
program  over  with.  The  other  way  it  is 
3  months  a  year  for  4  years.”  If  we  have 
to  take  a  boy  every  year  and  bring  him 
back  home  each  year,  you  would  not 
know  what  stage  of  training  he  would 
get  to  in  the  first  year;  what  he  would 
get  in  the  second,  third,  or  fourth  year. 
The  cost  of  this  kind  of  program  would 
be  prohibitive.  I  recently  visited  Fort 
Bragg  where  I  saw  them  train  the  In¬ 
fantry.  They  were  doing  a  magnificent 
training  job  with  the  82d  Airborne. 
They  train  them  well  in  6  months  and 
they  are  real  troopers.  I  am  proud  of 
them  and  of  the  fine  training  program 
at  Fort  Bragg. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  we  have  spent 
hours  and  days  and  weeks  considering 
and  debating  this  legislation,  I  think  it 
is  sound.  It  is  a  basis  on  which  we  can 
build  a  Reserve  program.  Let  us  turn 


down  this  amendment  and  get  on  with 
the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Landrum  1. 

Mr.  LANDRUM.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  two  things  in  which  I  have  always 
had  a  deep  and  abiding  interest,  and  I 
am  sure  in  those  I  am  no  different  than 
any  other  Member  of  this  body.  One 
is  the  education  of  the  youth  and  the 
adults  of  our  Nation.  The  other  is  the 
defense  of  our  country.  Here  we  have 
a  plan  presented  by  the  proponents  of 
this  bill  which  they  tell  you,  and  which 
says  on  its  face,  is  a  voluntary  plan.  It 
is  not  a  piece  of  compulsion.  The  boy 
will  volunteer  for  any  part  in  which  he 
participates. 

The  Barden  amendment  does  exactly 
the  same  thing.  It  offers  him  another 
alternative  from  which  to  choose.  Now 
let  us  think  just  a  moment  about  the 
distinction  that  some  are  trying  to  draw 
between  the  boy  who  is  not  able  to  go  to 
college — and  I  was  one  of  those  a  few 
years  ago — and  the  boy  who  is  able  to 
go  to  college.  That  one  who  does  not 
go  to  college  has  the  opportunity,  if  he 
wants  to,  to  volunteer  and  participate 
in  this  Reserve  plan.  If  he  does  not  want 
to,  he  stays  at  home  until  his  draft  board 
calls  him,  or  until  he  volunteers  for  serv¬ 
ice.  The  same  thing  is  true  with  the  boy 
going  to  college.  But,  if  he  wants  to,  he 
can  choose  the  plan  offered  under  the 
Barden  amendment. 

I  submit  that  there  are  probably  weak¬ 
nesses  in  this  amendment  as  there  are 
weaknesses  throughout  the  legislation 
we  have  been  discussing  in  these  last  2 
days.  But  they  are  weaknesses  that  can 
be  ironed  out  once  we  have  adopted  a 
basic  plan. 

We  are  interested  in  two  main  objec¬ 
tives:  First,  the  defense  of  our  country, 
and  second,  educating  the  boys  and  the 
girls  of  this  country.  If  we  are  not  in¬ 
terested  in  education,  then  we  may  as 
well  recognize  the  fact  that  we  are  weak¬ 
ening  the  defense  of  this  country,  be¬ 
cause  an  uneducated  soldier  or  an  un¬ 
educated  leader  is  not  going  to  be  the 
kind  of  soldier  or  the  kind  of  a  leader  to 
save  this  country  from  destruction  in 
this  atomic  age. 

Give  us  a  program  that  will  permit  im¬ 
pressionable  youth  an  opportunity  to 
stay  close  to  their  instructors,  close  to 
their  fathers  and  mothers,  and  then 
mingle  a  little  with  the  professional  mili¬ 
tary,  too ;  get  a  little  of  all  of  it,  and  then 
out  of  the  program  we  will  have  as  an 
end  result  a  well-rounded  man  who  will 
make  a  strong  soldier  and  a  strong 
leader.  Let  us  have  a  strong,  balanced 
defense. 

As  I  say,  there  are  weaknesses  in  the 
Barden  amendment,  but  they  can  be 
ironed  out. 

(Mr.  LANDRUM  asked  and  was  given 
pel-mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Devereux]. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do 
not  think  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to 
take  3  minutes,  but  I  would  like  to  assure 
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the  committee,  if  the  Members  will  read 
the  bill  and  study  it,  they  will  see  that 
we  have  recognized  the  need  for  educat¬ 
ing  the  people.  We  have  made  ample 
provision  to  allow  people  to  continue 
with  their  education.  We  want  that 
class  of  people  in  our  country. 

I  suggest  that  the  Barden  amendment 
as  it  has  been  presented  is  the  worst  type 
of  class  legislation  that  we  have  had  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  in  many,  many 
days.  It  will  not  produce  the  leaders 
that  we  need  for  our  services. 

I  personally  shall,  and  I  hope  the  other 
Members  will,  vote  against  the  Barden 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Powell]  . 

(Mr.  POWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  POWELL  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Miller]. 

[Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland  addressed 
the  fCommittee.  His  remarks  will  ap¬ 
pear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  MILLER  of  Maryland  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia 
Mr.  [Bailey], 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  moment  to  correct  something  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks] 
said.  He  made  the  flat  statement  that 
a  boy  serving  the  3-month  period  be¬ 
tween  school  terms  would  not  get  credit 
on  his  service  if  he  stopped  and  was 
drafted.  That  is  absolutely  incorrect. 
I  called  it  to  his  attention.  I  now  read 
from  the  amendment,  and  this  is  after 
the  boy  has  quit  school  and  before  he  has 
completed  his  training: 

However,  full  credit  shall  be  given  him 
toward  completion  of  his  required  period  of 
active  duty  for  training. 

This,  of  course,  applies  if  and  when  he 
is  drafted  later.  I  just  wanted  to  correct 
that  much. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the 
father  of  a  family  in  which  4  of  the  5 
male  members  are  now  in  the  active 
service  of  our  country,  I  think  I  can 
express  somewhat  the  feelings  of  the 
fathers  and  mothers  of  this  Nation  on 
this  legislation  that  is  pending  before 
us. 

I  have  always  had  a  feeling,  when¬ 
ever  I  have  attempted  to  get  their  reac¬ 
tion  to  it,  that  they  would  like  to  see 
as  much  of  this  military  training  as  pos¬ 
sible  be  done  in  connection  with  the 
educational  training.  Then,  too,  let  me 
say  to  you  that  as  a  former  school  ad¬ 
ministrator  and  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Education  and  Labor,  I 
am  interested  in  seeing  to  it  that  no 
roadblock  is  thrown  in  the  way  of  the 


young  men  of  this  country  who  want 
to  get  an  education.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary  in  this  atomic  age  that  we  be 
highly  educated.  I  remember,  and  for 
the  benefit  of  some  of  our  colleagues 
who  were  not  Members  of  the  House  4 
years  ago,  I  was  present  when  we  de¬ 
bated  the  UMT  bill.  I  recall  that  the 
Brownson  amendment  was  designed  to 
provide  that  some  of  this  training  would 
be  taken  in  the  high  schools  and  col¬ 
leges  of  the  country.  The  Brownson 
amendment  was  defeated.  And  what 
happened  to  your  bill?  It  was  recom¬ 
mitted.  Let  us  keep  that  in  mind.  From 
the  beginning,  this  piece  of  legislation 
has  borne  a  Pentagon  label.  For  heav¬ 
en’s  sake,  that  term  to  the  average  Amer¬ 
ican  family  means  military  dictatorship. 
Let  us  put  a  congressional  label  on  it 
one  time.  Let  us  assert  the  independ¬ 
ence  of  the  Congress  and  write  in  some 
kind  of  assurance  to  the  fathers  and 
mothers  of  this  country. 

(Mr.  BAILEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Jones]. 

(Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  for  the  bill  and  opposed  to 
the  Barden  amendment.  In  these  3 
minutes  I  will  try  to  tell  you  why.  I  feel 
that  the  committee  has  compromised  this 
bill  to  start  with.  I  think  it  has  taken 
out  of  the  bill  some  of  the  compulsion 
that  I  would  like  to  see  in  it,  and  it  has 
left  practically  no  compulsion  in  the  bill. 
As  one  who  has  participated  in  the  train¬ 
ing  program  of  the  ROTC,  in  the  National 
Guard,  and  in  the  Reserve  program,  I 
think  I  know  something  about  the  train¬ 
ing  that  the  young  men  receive  in  each 
of  those  programs.  I  believe  that  the 
Barden  amendment,  if  adopted,  would 
be  a  gross  discrimination  against  the  boy 
who  is  not  fortunate  enough  to  attend 
college.  If  we  leave  the  bill  as  it  is, 
the  objection  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden],  will  be  met 
in  that  the  boy  can  go  to  college  and  be 
deferred  for  all  of  that  time  and  still  con¬ 
tinue  to  get  the  military  training,  which 
I  believe  is  necessary  for  this  Nation.  I 
believe  in  an  active,  ready  military  Re¬ 
serve.  I  think  we  must  maintain  that 
because  that  is  the  only  way  we  can  cut 
down  on  the  huge  cost  of  defense  which 
now  amounts  to  the  major  portion  of 
our  budget.  I  know  that  in  the  past, 
the  Pentagon  has  not  acted  as  favorably 
as  they  could  with  our  National  Guard 
and  with  our  Reserve  forces.  I  am  still 
hopeful  that  if  we  pass  this  bill,  we  can 
have  greater  cooperation.  At  this  point, 
I  would  like  to  impress  the  fact  upon  the 
Members,  particularly  as  the  Barden 
amendment  refers  to  it,  that  as  far  as 
the  Standby  Reserve  is  concerned,  it  does 
not  mean  one  earthly  thing.  Every  able- 
bodied  man  is  in  the  Standby  Reserve 
as  long  as  he  is  able  to  walk.  So  the 
Standby  Reserve  does  not  mean  any¬ 
thing.  And  after  you  let  the  boy  go 
through  college,  as  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  proposes, 
then  we  try  to  say  we  put  him  in  the 


Standby  Reserve.  It  does  not  mean  one 
iota.  With  respect  to  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Landrum]  said 
a  minute  ago,  talking  about  the  poor 
boy  volunteering,  he  goes  on  and  volun¬ 
teers — that  is  true.  But  his  obligation 
continues  and  continues  to  last  through 
this  8-year  period  whereas  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden) 
takes  a  boy  who  can  go  to  college  and 
take  that  training  and  then  his  obliga¬ 
tion  is  over  at  the  end  of  his  college 
career  and  we  have  actually  lost  the 
service  of  the  man  who  is  most  capable 
and  should  be  the  best  trained.  Most 
of  our  colleges  through  the  ROTC  pro¬ 
grams  do  put  out  good  officer  material, 
and  I  want  those  boys  who  have  been 
deferred  while  receiving  their  college 
education  kept  in  the  military  Ready 
Reserve,  as  most  of  them  are  anxious 
to  be. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Van  Zandt]  to  close  debate. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
oppose  the  Barden  amendment  primarily 
because  it  is  definitely  class  legislation. 
The  young  man  who  cannot  go  to  college 
would  then  be  shouldered  with  the  bur¬ 
den  of  either  enlisting  in  the  Regular 
service  or  joining  a  Reserve  unit  and 
attending  drills  as  a  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

Under  the  provisions  of  H.  R.  5297  it 
will  cost  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
about  $2,620  to  train  a  volunteer  for  6 
months.  After  he  has  been  trained  it 
will  then  cost  the  taxpayers  about  $1,000 
a  year  to  continue  his  training  in  a  man¬ 
ner  that  would  continue  his  efficiency 
should  he  be  called  up  for  active  duty  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency. 

The  Barden  amendment  is  in  addition 
to  the  6-month-training  program  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  H.  R.  5297.  Therefore,  there 
will  be  an  additional  expense,  estimated 
to  run  somewhere  between  $1,200,000,000 
and  $2  billion  a  year. 

Therefore,  if  you  want  to  add  to  the 
cost  of  our  military  and  especially  the 
Reserve  program,  vote  for  the  Barden 
amendment. 

(Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Vinson) 
there  were — ayes  77,  noes  113. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Barden  and  Mr. 
Brooks  of  Louisiana. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
109,  noes  145. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vin¬ 
son:  Beginning  after  the  period  on  page  3, 
line  24,  delete  through  the  period  on  page  4, 
line  5. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  simply  transposes  the 
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language  which  was  adopted  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  It  puts  it  in  a  different  place. 
It  slightly  alters  the  language,  but  the 
effect  is  the  same;  that  is,  to  grant  de¬ 
ferment  to  ministers  of  the  Gospel, 
priests,  and  ministerial  students. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  realize  the  hour  is 
late,  and  I  am  as  anxious  as  anyone  to 
conclude  the  consideration  of  this  bill. 
Except  for  asking  a  few  questions,  I  have 
not  burdened  the  membership,  and  I 
shall  not  burden  you  at  any  great  length 
now. 

First  of  all,  let  me  say  with  respect 
to  this  program  when  it  was  first  pre¬ 
sented  as  a  bipartisan  measure  at  the 
White  House  I  got  the  very  definite  im¬ 
pression  that  it  was  all  a  part  of  an 
integrated,  carefully  worked  out  man¬ 
power  program  to  build  a  better  defense 
for  our  country.  Now,  as  far  as  this  vol¬ 
untary  Reserve  program  is  concerned, 
it  is  an  arrangement  by  which  a  limited 
number  of  young  men,  if  they  want  to, 
can  undertake  to  meet  their  obligations 
to  their  country  by  signing  up  for  a  6- 
month  training  period  followed  by  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Reserve  for  7^2  years.  As  I 
say,  it  is  simply  an  integrated  part  of  the 
program.  There  is  nothing  compulsory 
about  it.  It  is  not  UMT  by  any  stretch 
of  the  imagination.  It  sets  no  pattern 
and  its  sets  no  precedent.  It  undertakes 
to  create  a  functioning,  effective  Reserve 
that  will  provide  the  necessary  man¬ 
power  requirments  in  the  event  another 
great  war  comes. 

Now,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall 
not  take  the  responsibility  of  destroying 
at  the  outset  a  plan  to  build  that  kind 
of  Reserve  and  have  another  situation 
where,  as  in  World  War  H  and  in  the 
Korean  war,  we  had  to  call  back  the  boys 
who  had  already  served  their  time.  I 
address  my  remarks  particularly  to  my 
colleagues  on  my  side  of  the  aisle.  I 
realize  that  when  you  get  ready  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  national  defense  in  a  troubled 
time  like  this  there  is  nothing  pleasant 
about  it.  We  are  not  a  militaristic  Na¬ 
tion.  We  do  not  liketo  draft  men  into 
the  service.  We  do  not  like  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  an  organized  Reserve.  But  un¬ 
less  you  are  ready  to  write  off  the  Com¬ 
munist  threat — and  I  am  not  going  to — 
then  the  only  thing  for  us  to  do  is  to 
build  our  own  national  defense. 

Now,  how  do  we  go  about  doing  it? 
The  men  in  the  Armed  Forces,  in  the 
Regular  service,  are  but  the  cutting  edge 
of  the  great  machine  that  is  America. 

We  must  build  for  the  long  pull.  No 
one  knows  whether  war  is  going  to  come. 
I  hope  it  does  not,  and  I  do  not  believe  it 
is  going  to.  But  we  cannot  overlook  the 
possibilities.  That  means  that  the  cost 
must  be  kept  down  to  the  point  where 
we  can  maintain  a  strong  functioning 
economy  at  home. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber]  pointed  out  great  savings  that 
are  involved  in  this  program.  That 
should  certainly  commend  it  to  our  at¬ 
tention.  We  train  a  soldier;  yes,  we 


teach  him  to  use  an  implement  of  war, 
we  condition  him  physically,  we  condi¬ 
tion  him  psychologically.  That  is  what 
it  takes  to  make  a  soldier.  That  is  what 
distinguishes  him  from  a  civilian.  But 
in  this  program  I  think  we  will  more 
nearly  reach  the  balance  that  we  must 
maintain  between  the  civilian  and  the 
soldier  to  have  a  man  there  ready  for 
duty  at  any  time. 

As  has  been  said  so  many  times,  we 
want  to  build  a  Reserve  that  will  provide 
men  other  than  those  who  have  already 
served  their  time.  And  secondly,  in  the 
event  of  a  disastrous  attack  on  the  cities 
of  this  great  land  of  ours,  there  is  the  ab¬ 
solute  necessity  of  having  organized, 
trained  people,  ready  to  restore  order, 
ready  to  restore  production,  ready  to 
help  rebuild  the  cities.  We  all  recognize 
that  possibility.  That  is  involved  in  this 
program. 

So,  in  the  final  analysis,  it  sets  no 
precedent;  It  is  not  a  compulsory  pro¬ 
gram;  it  is  not  a  universal  program;  it  is 
a  voluntary  Reserve  program  integrated 
with  the  idea  of  equality  of  obligation. 
And  it  runs  concurrently  with  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  which  we  have  already  voted, 
for  4  years.  This  runs  with  it,  because 
now  we  are  drafting  but  approximately 
10,000  men  a  month.  It  leaves  a  great 
pool  outside  of  those  who  are  being 
drafted. 

The  President,  I  can  say  to  you,  is  sin¬ 
cerely  and  definitely  interestsd  in  the 
passage  of  this  proposed  legislation. 
Compromises  galore  have  already  been 
made.  I  sincerely  hope  that  we  will  go 
on  to  the  enactment  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Yes,  if  I  have  the 
time. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Several  times  the 
statement  has  been  made  that  if  we 
adopt  this  bill  we  will  not  have  to  recall 
those  who  have  served  previously.  Are 
they  not  still  subject  to  recall? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman,  of  course  the  minute  this  is 
passed  you  would  still  need  to  call  the 
other  men.  But  as  this  program  pro¬ 
gresses  and  goes  into  effect,  goes  into 
operation,  we  can  look  to  the  day,  which 
we  hope  will  be  in  the  not  too  far  distant 
future,  when  these  boys  would  be  the  real 
Reserve.  And  to  prove  my  point,  al¬ 
ready  in  the  other  body  it  is  being  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  cuts  that  we  made,  which 
would  save  hundreds  of  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  will  be  restored  in  that  body  if  this 
program  is  not  adopted.  A  drive  will 
even  be  made,  as  I  understand,  because 
they  are  afraid  the  program  will  not  get 
into  operation  soon  enough. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Tire  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  allowed  to  proceed  for  1  additional 
minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  LANHAM.  I  am  not  unfriendly 
to  the  bill  and  I  am  going  to  support  it. 
But  should  it  not  be  written  into  this 
bill  here  or  in  the  Senate  that  the  boys 
in  this  program  should  be  called  before 
the  boys  who  have  already  served  5  years 
are  recalled? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  respond  to 
that,  because  I  would  like  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  that  I  raised 
that  very  question  at  the  White  House 
when  this  program  was  first  outlined. 
The  chairman  of  the  committee  and  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  undoubtedly  will  recall  it.  I  think 
that  they  should  by  all  means  be  called 
first.  But,  as  we  pointed  out  in  the 
debate  that  we  have  already  had  on  this 
bill — and  I  might  say  that  I  raised  the 
question  here  on  the  floor — it  would  be 
difficult  to  write  precise  language,  be¬ 
cause  you  might  have  certain  categories 
or  certain  types  of  skills  needed  which 
would  make  it  necessary  to  call  someone 
who  was  in  the  Reserve  who  had  already 
served  his  time.  But  certainly  it  should 
be  abundantly  clear  from  the  record — 
and  I  said  this  in  the  debate — that  it  is 
our  intention  that  the  men  who  come 
into  this  6 -month  program  to  be  a  part 
of  the  Reserve  should  be  the  first  ones 
called  in  the  event  of  an  emergency. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck] 
has  again  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  had  the 
proposition  of  strengthening  the  Re¬ 
serves  before  us  on  many  occasions.  We 
have  had  it  in  several  different  programs. 
Most  of  them  have  been  opposed  on  the 
ground  that  they  went  too  far.  Now  we 
find  ourselves  opposed  because  they  do 
not  go  far  enough. 

I  am  anxious  to  see  how  those  persons 
will  vote  who  with  such  great  enthusiasm 
this  last  week  voted  to  endorse  the  cut 
in  the  standing  forces  recommended  by 
the  President,  and  made  the  very  strong 
argument  that  he  was  the  best  informed 
of  all  our  people  on  military  matters. 

This  is  another  portion  of  the  program 
which  he  has  recommended.  This  is  a 
portion  to  strengthen  the  Reserve  and  to 
have  a  Ready  Reserve  available. 

I  agree  that  those  men  who  have  here¬ 
tofore  served  in  time  of  combat  should  be 
relieved  of  the  danger  of  a  future  call  or 
another  call.  Unless  you  pass  this  bill 
you  have  no  law  which  will  accomplish 
that,  because  under  this  bill  those  who 
served  prior  to  the  termination  of  hos¬ 
tilities  in  Korea  in  1953  are  to  be 
screened  into  the  Standby  Reserve  out 
of  the  active  Reserve  or  Ready  Reserve. 
Therefore,  unless  we  have  this  bill,  you 
are  going  to  have  those  who  have  hereto¬ 
fore  served  in  combat  still  subject  to  call. 

The  only  fear  I  have  as  to  this  bill  is 
that  it  might  lead  us  to  believe  that  we 
have  more  than  we  have.  At  the  present 
time  it  is  not  necessary  that  you  be  called 
for  2  years.  That  is  the  maximum.  At 
the  present  time  it  is  possible  to  call 
every  man  registered  for  a  period  of  6 
months,  then  place  him  in  the  Reserve. 
This  bill  places  legislative  approval  on 
such  a  program  and  limits  the  number 
who  can  be  called,  so  that  rather  than 
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being  a  granting  of  power  this  bill  is  es¬ 
sentially  a  curbing  of  the  power  already 
in  existence  in  the  executive  department 
and  in  the  armed  services.  This  reduces 
that  power. 

It  does  very  frankly  do  two  things  af¬ 
firmatively.  It  grants  two  powers  that 
do  not  now  exist.  One  is  the  power  to 
assign  the  person  who  has  completed  his 
active  duty  for  training  to  a  Reserve 
component.  That  is  one. 

Second,  it  requires  him  to  attend  drills 
of  the  component  to  which  assigned. 
These  men  who  are  to  be  assigned  under 
the  law  which  exists  today  have  a  Re¬ 
serve  obligation.  They  are  subject  to 
being  called.  Is  it  not  only  just  and 
proper  that  if  we  are  going  to  call  men 
to  active  duty  in  time  of  combat  we  do 
something  to  give  them  an  opportunity 
to  be  trained? 

Yes,  they  have  the  right  to  go  into 
a  Reserve  component  or  National  Guard 
unit  now,  but  it  is  something  like  going 
to  the  dentist  or  having  a  checkup:  You 
are  not  going  to  do  it  unless  there  is 
somebody  giving  you  a  little  push  to 
make  you  go.  So  that  under  this  you 
have  the  opportunity  and  the  compulsion 
necessary  for  that  training. 

I  would  feel  a  great  deal  better  today 
about  those  men  who  were  recalled  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  of  Korea  from  the  Inactive 
Reserve  and  sent  into  combat  if  I  could 
feel  now  that  those  who  were  grievously 
hurt  or  killed  if  I  could  know  it  happened 
to  them  not  solely  because  they  were  not 
trained.  I  think  we  assume  a  great  re¬ 
sponsibility  when  we  permit  the  obliga¬ 
tion  for  call  to  remain  on  these  men 
and  do  nothing  to  see  to  it  that  they  are 
trained.  I  think  we  owe  them  the  obli¬ 
gation  to  provide  the  machinery  by 
which  they  will  reeeive  some  training, 
and  that  when  we  impose  the  obligation 
on  them  to  go  into  the  active  forces  and 
go  into  combat  w«  see  to  it  that  they  have 
had  a  minimum  of  training. 

I  sincerely  hope  this  bill  will  be 
adopted.  I  have  been  concerned  in  the 
past  and  I  am  still  concerned  that  when¬ 
ever  we  begin  consideration  of  Reserve 
legislation  we  spend  more  time,  more 
talk  about  the  10  percent  of  our  boys  who 
go  to  college,  who  are  financially  able 
to  go  to  college,  the  ones  who  have  had 
the  better  break  all  along,  than  we  do  on 
the  90  percent  who  never  have  that  op¬ 
portunity,  who  never  get  to  go  to  college. 
We  have  constantly  spent  more  time  on 
the  10  percent  than  we  have  on  the  90 
percent.  Fortunately,  that  amendment 
has  been  eliminated  from  the  bill.  But 
to  those  who  supported  that  amendment, 
and  I  respect  your  position,  I  say,  let 
us  remember  that  we  are  talking  there 
about  the  10  percent.  Let  us  legislate 
realistically  for  the  90  percent,  the  ones 
who  did  not  get  the  better  break  in  life, 
the  90  percent  upon  whom  the  heavy 
obligation  falls  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  several  amendments  at  the  Clerk’s 
desk,  which  I  ask  that  the  Clerk  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Roosevelt: 

Page  2,- line  15,  after  the  word  “of”,  strike 
out  the  word  "eight”  and  insert  the  word 
“four.” 


Page  5,  line  20,  strike  out  the  word  “eight” 
and  insert  the  word  “four.” 

Page  5,  line  23,  after  the  word  “of”,  strike 
out  the  word  “eight”  and  insert  the  word 
“four.” 

Page  6,  line  1,  after  the  word  “of”,  strike 
out  the  word  “eight”  and  insert  the  word 
“four.” 

Page  6,  line  11,  strike  out  the  word  “eight” 
and  insert  the  word  “four.” 

Page  7,  line  11,  after  the  word  “of”,  strike 
out  the  word  “eight”  and  insert  the  word 
“four.” 

Page  7,  line  15,  after  the  word  “of”,  strike 
out  the  word  “eight”  and  insert  the  word 
“four.” 

Page  10,  line  2,  after  the  word  “of”,  strike 
out  the  word  “seven”  and  insert  the  word 
“three.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  does  the 
gentleman  from  California  have  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  en  bloc,  because  the  effect 
of  them  is  to  reduce  the  service  from  8 
years  to  4  years?  Is  that  not  what  the 
amendments  do? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  That  is  correct. 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  the  amendments 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  that  they 
may  be  considered  en  bloc. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
seems  to  me  every  speech,  which  has 
been  made  before  this  House  in  the  last 
2  days,  has  emphasized  two  things — 
one  the  imperfections  which  exist  in 
this  bill,  and  the  volume  of  the  Record 
admits  on  the  part  of  many  members 
of  the  committee  itself  that  there  are 
flaws  in  this  bill  and  the  second  thing 
that  has  been  brought  out  here  is  that 
we  should  all  be  patriotic  enough  to  real¬ 
ize  we  need  a  strong  Reserve.  I  would 
like  to  say  on  behalf  of  many  of  my 
colleagues  that  we  do  not  yield  in  our 
patriotism  to  anybody.  We  believe,  how¬ 
ever,  that  when  you  lay  down  a  bill 
which  tries  to  look  into  the  future  for 
8  years  and  when  you  give  the  military 
the  control  that  this  bill  puts  into  their 
hands  for  8  years,  I  think  you  should 
think  very  carefully  about  it.  It  seems 
to  me  we  can  turn  now  immediately  and 
make  it  concurrent  with  the  life  of  this 
bill  which  is  4  years.  Then  the  inequi¬ 
ties  which  will  be  created  because  of  the 
operation  of  the  present  law  with  re¬ 
spect  to  those  who  have  already  been  in¬ 
ducted  by  the  Selective  Service  should 
be  corrected,  and  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  should  bring  out  legisla¬ 
tion  to  conform  so  that  there  are  no  in¬ 
equities  between  the  various  services  de¬ 
manded  of  young  people  of  our  country. 
But  if  we  have  this  for  4  years,  we  can 
know  whether  or  not  the  Army  is  doing 
a  job  of  training.  We  can  then  know 
whether  it  is  performing  the  job  of  creat¬ 
ing  a  Ready  Reserve.  Let  me  emphasize 
at  this  time  about  a  unit  ready  to  move, 
and  those  of  you  have  had  experience,  I 
thinks  know  that  the  opportunity  of 
any  unit  to  stay  as  a  unit  in  any  conflict 
of  the  past  or  of  the  foreseeable  future 
just  does  not  -  exist.  People  will  be 
moved  from  one  unit  to  another.  There¬ 
fore,  the  main  thing  and  the  important 
thing  here  is  the  training.  I  submit  to 
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you  that  after  you  have  had  6  months 
training  and  then  you  go  into  a  pro¬ 
gram  that  requires  you  to  go  once  a 
week  and  for  17  days  each  year  for  7 1/2 
years,  you  are  not  going  to  be  ready.  If 
I  am  wrong,  I  would  be  glad  to  be  shown 
that  I  am  wrong  4  years  from  now.  But 
I  would  like,  if  I  am  lucky  enough  to  get 
reelected  to  come  back  here  and  have 
an  opportunity  at  the  end  of  4  years  to 
pass  on  this  again  with  the  assurance 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the 
Pentagon  to  again  put  the  pressure  on 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  to 
keep  the  bodies  that  this  legislation 
gives  them  for  a  full  8-year  period. 
Therefore  I  ask  that  this  committee  now 
consider  changing  the  8-year  period  and 
make  it  4  in  order  that  we  may  make 
it  more  realistic  all  the  way  around. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

We  considered  this  amendment  and 
others  of  a  similar  nature  when  the  bill 
was  before  the  subcommittee.  Subse¬ 
quently  I  think  we  considered  very  simi¬ 
lar  amendments  in  the  full  committee 
and  voted  them  down. 

In  considering  the  bill  we  carefully 
tried  to  balance  one  item  against  an¬ 
other;  we  tried  to  work  out  an  equitable 
situation.  It  is  complicated  and  it  is 
sometimes  confusing  to  try  to  under¬ 
stand  exactly  how  a  measure  works.  We 
do  not  set  up  in  this  bill  the  obligation 
of  8  years  for  service;  that  is  set  up  by 
the  present  law;  that  has  been  the  law 
of  the  land  since  1941  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  2  years  and  it  will  probably  be 
the  law  of  the  land  long  after  this  bill 
runs  off  the  books  and  the  Congress 
provides  otherwise. 

The  important  thing  I  think  about  the 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  has 
offered  is  that  it  vitally  affects  the  Navy. 
The  gentleman  has  shown  a  special  so¬ 
licitude  for  the  Navy,  and  I  commend 
him  for  his  solicitude,  but  his  amend¬ 
ment  hurts  the  Navy  as  far  as  the  Re¬ 
serves  are  concerned. 

If  you  have  a  copy  of  the  committee 
report  and  turn  to  page  22  you  will  find  a 
small  chart,  a  copy  of  the  larger  chart 
we  had  here  earlier  in  the  debate  on 
this  bill.  Under  that  small  chart  you 
will  notice  column  3.  That  column  3 
was  put  in  for  the  benefit  of  the  Navy 
and  the  Air  Force.  Under  that  column  3 
a  man  may  be  enlisted  voluntarily  into 
the  Reserves  in  the  Navy  or  the  Air  Force 
and  then  2  years  after  he  has  enlisted 
he  may  be  sent  to  active  duty  for  2  years. 
The  Navy  and  the  Air  Force  have  found 
that  very  effective.  They  can  go  into  a 
high  school  and  say  to  the  youngster: 
“We  would  like  to  have  you  in  the  Navy. 
If  you  will  enlist  in  the  Reserves,  im¬ 
mediately  following  graduation  from 
high  school  we  will  call  you  to  active 
duty.” 

If  you  adopt  the  amendment  suggested 
by  my  esteemed  and  patriotic  friend  from 
California,  you  are  going  to  knock  out 
that  part  of  the  Navy  program  com¬ 
pletely;  it  will  no  longer  be  able  to  enlist 
young  men  into  the  Reserves  with  the 
understanding  that  they  may  be  called 
within  2  years  to  active  duty  for  a  period 
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of  2  years.  If  you  do  that  while  they 
can  be  called  and  trained  for  2  years, 
then  after  their  training  they  have  no 
obligation  whatsoever,  so  there  is  no 
reason  to  train  them  for  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serves,  for  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  would  close  out  that  obli¬ 
gation. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  think  the  gen¬ 
tleman  misunderstood  the  amendment. 
If  they  enlisted  for  2  years  they  would 
still  have  the  obligation  to  remain. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  What  I 
am  trying  to  explain  to  the  gentleman  is 
that  under  column  3  the  Navy  enlists 
someone  into  the  Reserves  but  they  do 
not  train  him  perhaps  for  2  years  after 
they  enlist  him.  Then,  having  com¬ 
pleted  a  2-year  training  period,  under 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  they  would 
have  served  4  years. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  The  gentleman,  I 
think,  is  talking  about  people  who  enlist 
and  serve  in  the  Navy  for  4  years.  We 
are  talking  about  the  Reserve  program. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
exactly  the  point  I  am  talking  about.  I 
am  talking  about  the  young  man  who  has 
just  signed  up  for  the  Reserve  program 
while  he  is  in  high  school,  then  2  years 
later  is  called  for  2  years  of  active  duty. 
He  would  have  been  in  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  4  years,  the  length  of  time  required 
by  the  gentleman’s  amendment. 

Let  me  tell  you  another  thing  I  want 
to  talk  about  before  my  time  expires. 
In  signing  up  men  for  4  years  active  duty 
the  Navy  places  strong  reliance,  heavy 
reliance  upon  3-  and  4-year  enlistments. 
If  the  gentleman  wants  a  time  limit  of 
4  years,  then  there  will  be  no  Reserve 
obligation  to  those  men  who  have  com¬ 
pleted  their  enlistment  of  4  years,  and 
the  3 -year  enlistees  will  have  only  1 
year’s  obligation.  It  wipes  out  that  ef¬ 
fective  type  of  Reserve. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  want  merely  to 
observe  that  the  Navy  is  the  only  branch 
of  the  armed  services  that  has  a  really 
effective  Reserve  outside  of  the  Air 
Force.  The  proposed  amendment  would 
certainly  interfere  with  it.  They  enlist 
in  the  Navy  Reserve;  then  they  must 
serve  2  years  when  the  draft  call  comes 
under  the  present  law.  At  the  present 
time,  as  much  credit  as  we  give  to  the 
Navy  for  its  Reserves,  60  percent  of  then- 
boys  have  never  had  a  day’s  service. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Roosevelt], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Roosevelt)  there 
were — ayes  85,  noes  127. 

So  the  amendments  were  rejected. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Powell: 

At  the  end  of  line  10,  page  3,  Insert  a 
comma  and  add  “Provided,  That  said  State, 
Territorial,  or  District  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  does  not  exclude  or  segregate 
against  any  person  on  the  basis  of  race,  creed, 
color,  or  national  origin.” 


In  line  12,  page  5,  replace  the  period  with 
a  comma  and  add  "Provided,  That  said  State, 
Territorial,  or  District  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  or  Reserve  or  Reserve  unit 
does  not  exclude  or  segregate  against  any 
person  on  the  basis  of  race,  creed,  color,  or 
national  origin.” 

(Mr.  POWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
loathe  to  introduce  these  amendments, 
but  it  so  happens  that,  on  page  3  of  this 
bill,  there  has  been  written  in  some  lan¬ 
guage,  from  line  4  through  line  12,  which 
compels  me  to  do  this.  The  language  is 
as  follows: 

However,  when  recruitment  efforts  by  the 
several  States  procure  less  than  the  necessary 
numbers  and  quality  of  volunteer  personnel, 
and  upon  request  or  approval  of  the  Governor 
or  other  appropriate  authority  of  a  State, 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  such 
a  person  may  be  transferred  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of 
such  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under 
section — 

Now,  this  means  that  we  are  in  danger 
of  turning  back  the  clock. 

We  are  serving  the  best  interests  of 
democracy  and  the  free  world  through 
an  integrated  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force, 
Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard — serv¬ 
ing  without  any  incidents,  serving  with 
great  efficiency. 

The  issue  here  in  America  and 
throughout  the  world  is  the  black  and 
the  brown  and  the  white  and  the  yellow 
men  marching  together  on  an  integrated 
basis.  I  was  able  to  say  what  I  did  say 
to  the  Communists  in  Bandung  because 
we  had  an  integrated  Army  and  because 
we  have  an  integrated  Capital  here  in 
this  democracy.  I  could  not  have  said 
that  if  we  had  a  Jim  Crow  Army  or  if 
Washington  was  a  Jim  Crow  city,  which 
it  was  until  a  year  ago. 

The  issue  of  patriotism  has  been  raised 
here  today  by  many  speakers.  That  is 
just  what  I  am  talking  about.  I  am  ask¬ 
ing  you,  “Is  sectionalism  more  impor¬ 
tant  than  national  loyalty?’’ 

If  this  language  stays  in  the  bill,  with¬ 
out  my  amendment,  it  will  mean  that 
the  governors  of  States  where  there  are 
now  segregated  National  Guard  units — 
and  there  are  segregated  National  Guard 
units  in  21  States — will  be  able  to  force 
into  the  National  Guards  of  their  States 
Jim  Crow  and  segregated  battalions, 
regiments,  companies,  or  whatever  the 
unit  might  be.  There  is  no  language  in 
this  bill  that  will  prevent  this  from  oc¬ 
curring. 

Do  you  want  to  turn  back  the  time¬ 
table  of  the  forward  march  of  democ¬ 
racy? 

We  have  been  very  slow  and  laggard 
in  this  body.  The  things  that  we  have 
done  in  America  have  been  due  to  our 
Supreme  Court  and  to  our  President, 
Mr.  Eisenhower,  and  before  him  Mr. 
Truman,  and  before  him,  Mr.  Roosevelt. 
They  are  the  two  branches — the  judicial 
and  the  executive — that  have  given  the 
impetus  and  leadership  to  the  onward 
surge  of  democracy.  We,  the  Congress, 
have  been  backward.  Now  here  is  an 


opportunity  for  us  to  stand  up  and  take 
our  place  in  the  forward  march. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Forrester]  said  that  this  is  a  war  of 
ideas.  He  is  so  correct.  The  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long]  said  this  is  a 
spiritual  war.  This  is  so  true. 

Are  we  going  to  turn  our  backs  on  the 
things  of  the  spirit? 

Are  we  going  to  turn  our  backs  on  the 
ideas  of  democracy? 

I  tell  you  that  if  you  do  not  accept 
this  amendment,  you  will  be  playing  di¬ 
rectly  into  the  hands  of  Communist 
propagandists.  I  know  that  it  is  a  hard 
question  for  many  of  you  Members  who 
come  from  certain  areas  to  adopt  this 
amendment.  I  know  it  is  difficult,  but 
this  is  the  test  of  patriotism:  “Shall 
sectionalism  be  more  important  than  na¬ 
tional  loyalty?”  That  is  the  question. 
I  know  that  some  of  you  cannot  vote  for 
this  amendment.  If  so,  I  ask  you  to 
abstain  from  the  vote.  But,  I  do  ask 
here  this  afternoon  that  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives  serve 
notice  on  Chou  En-lai  in  the  East  and 
Khrushchev  in  the  West  that  this  is  a 
democracy,  a  democracy  in  which  men 
and  women  are  going  to  march  together, 
fight  together,  and  never  go  back  to  the 
age  of  segregation. 

I  see  some  of  you  scratching  your  head, 
some  of  you  wiping  your  eyes.  I  know 
it  is  hard,  but  that  is  what  democracy 
is:  it  is  a  hard  thing.  Anything  that  is 
worthwhile  costs  something.  Things 
that  come  easy  are  not  worth  much. 

So  I  ask  you  this  afternoon  to  reaffirm 
your  faith  in  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  reaffirm  your  faith 
in  the  idea  of  democracy.  While  Khrush¬ 
chev  and  Chou  En-lai  are  waving  the 
white  flags  of  peace,  bloodstained  and 
dirty  as  they  are,  may  we  raise  our 
hearts  and  prayers  and  our  Stars  and 
Stripes  today  and  say  that  these  United 
States,  under  God,  indivisible,  with  lib¬ 
erty  and  justice  for  all,  shall  never  per¬ 
ish  from  the  face  of  the  earth  and  then 
no  idea  will  be  ever  able  to  stand  up 
against  us. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  and  really  rise  in  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  fact  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  considered  the  ideas  so  ably  ad¬ 
vanced  by  my  colleague  from  New  York 
and  disposed  of  them,  and  I  think  cor¬ 
rectly,  too.  The  National  Guard  is  sim¬ 
ply  the  child  of  the  colonial  militia. 
The  colonial  militia,  which  was  the  vol¬ 
unteer  militia,  was  organized  before  the 
birth  of  this  Republic,  and  when  we 
formed  the  central  Government  and  the 
Nation,  the  National  Guard  still  re¬ 
mained  in  the  States,  in  the  13  colonies, 
as  a  State  military  force. 

Since  the  very  birth  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  National  Guard  has  been  a 
State  institution,  and  in  all  of  the  legis¬ 
lation  that  this  Congress  has  enacted 
since  the  very  foundation  of  this  Re¬ 
public,  we  have  recognized  one  thing  and 
that  is  that  the  National  Guard  is  a 
State  institution.  All  through  this  bill 
we  have  made  reference  to  the  fact  that 
the  States  are  to  have  control  of  the 


1955 


5585 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


guard,  except  during  times  of  national 
emergency  when  the  guard  is  federalized. 
Then,  for  the  emergency,  it  becomes  a 
Federal  institution.  Every  group  repre¬ 
senting  the  guard  and  every  group  that 
appeared  before  us  took  the  same  posi¬ 
tion,  that  the  guard  is  a  State  institution 
and  should  remain  a  State  institution. 

To  my  way  of  thinking,  and  I  think 
one  of  the  most  wholesome  things  in  our 
national  defense,  is  that  we  have  a  sys¬ 
tem  of  checks  and  balances.  Sure,  we 
have  a  very  fine  national  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment.  But  on  the  other  hand,  we 
have  got,  as  a  counterpart,  a  State  mili¬ 
tary  establishment  which  is,  in  a  sense, 
a  check  and  a  balance  against  the  na¬ 
tional  establishment.  And  we  seek  still 
to  maintain  the  National  Guard  as  a 
State  institution  and  to  give  the  governor 
of  each  State — yes,  including  the  State 
of  New  York — full  authority  to  handle 
the  guard,  except  in  times  of  emergency, 
as  he  thinks  it  should  be  handled. 

With  that  in  mind,  the  committee 
wrote  nothing  into  the  act  other  than  to 
give  the  State  the  authority  to  handle 
the  guard  as  it  should  be  handled. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  agree  with  everything 
the  gentleman  has  said  except  now  in 
this  bill  they  give  the  governor  the  power 
to  call  into  the  National  Guard  whoever 
he  selects  from  out  of  the  Reserve. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  No;  the 
governor  may  enlist  into  the  guard,  he 
may  permit  the  enlistment  in  the  guard. 
If  the  full  quota  of  the  guard  is  not 
obtained,  the  governor  may  permit  the 
assignment  of  people  into  the  guard  from 
other  organizations.  In  that  event,  the 
governor  of  the  State  passes  on  whether 
he  wishes  or  does  not  wish  them.  I 
think  it  is  a  good  law  under  our  Consti¬ 
tution. 

I  think  it  is  laudable  to  praise  our 
form  of  government  and  our  Constitu¬ 
tion.  It  is  a  great  thing.  I  think  one  of 
the  most  important  things  in  our  Con¬ 
stitution  is  our  system  of  checks  and 
balances  that  prohibits  too  much  of  a 
centralized  military  organization  in  the 
United  States  and  gives  your  States — yes, 
humble  sometimes  as  I  think  they  are, 
and  modest  as  I  think  they  are  in  their 
demands,  gives  them  a  State  military 
force  which  is  their  own  and  is  not  part 
of  the  United  States  of  America. 

I  give  that  in  explanation,  against  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Powell)  there 
were — ayes  126,  noes  87. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bow:  On  page 
5,  strike  out  line  3,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

“amendatory  act 

“(4)  No  person  who,  after  the  enactment 
of  the  National  Reserve  Plan  is  Inducted 
Into,  or  initially  enlisted  or  appointed  in,  the 
Armed  Forces,  including  reserve  components 


thereof,  shall  at  any  time  be  assigned  for 
duty  at  any  installation  located  in  a  foreign 
country  with  which  (at  such  time)  the 
United  States  has  in  effect  a  treaty  or  inter¬ 
national  agreement  containing  provisions 
permitting  such  country  to  exercise  in  any 
way  jurisdiciton  over  American  personnel 
stationed  within  its  boundaries.’’ 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  my  amendment  is  to  place  a 
limitation  upon  the  assignment  of  men 
drafted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  as  amended.  Similar  limitations  al¬ 
ready  exist  in  the  1951  law.  The  Con¬ 
gress  very  wisely  wrote  into  the  law  that 
no  person  could  be  assigned  to  any  over¬ 
seas  installation  until  he  had  completed 
4  months  of  training  at  a  base  within  the 
United  States.  My  amendment  provides 
that  no  person  inducted  after  the  date 
of  the  amendments  to  the  act,  which  we 
are  discussing  today,  may  be  assigned  to 
any  overseas  installation  until  such  time 
as  we  may  be  assured  that  his  constitu¬ 
tional  rights  as  an  American  citizen  are 
fully  protected.  I  trust  that  time  may 
come  soon.  I  have  also  introduced  today 
a  resolution  directing  the  President  to 
proceed  immediately  with  negotiations 
to  eliminate  or  modify  those  sections  of 
international  treaties  and  agreements 
which  today  dpny  American  military 
personnel  the  protection  of  the  United 
States  while  they  are  stationed  abroad. 

The  limitation  I  propose  in  this 
amendment  will  automatically  be  lifted 
with  regard  to  any  foreign  country  as 
soon  as  the  President  is  successful  in 
eliminating,  modifying,  or  abrogating 
those  provisions  of  international  agree¬ 
ments  that  deny  our  Armed  Forces  the 
full  protection  of  our  Constitution. 

It  is  my  contention,  supported  I  be¬ 
lieve  by  the  overwhelming  weight  of 
legal  principle  and  by  popular  sentiment 
throughout  the  United  States,  that  an 
American  soldier  drafted  into  service 
against  his  will  and  sent  to  a  foreign 
nation  without  his  consent  should  not  be 
turned  over  to  the  authorities  of  that 
foreign  nation  and  deprived  of  his  Amer¬ 
ican  constitutional  rights  for  infractions 
of  the  laws  of  that  foreign  nation. 

With  rare  exceptions  throughout  mod¬ 
ern  history  it  has  been  recognized  that 
the  invitation  of  a  host  country  for  a 
foreign  force  to  enter  its  territory  car¬ 
ries  with  it  immunity  of  the  visiting 
forces  personnel  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  local  courts. 

Under  this  doctrine  the  courts  of  many 
nations  have  ruled  repeatedly  that  the 
troops  of  any  nation  stationed  in  any 
other  by  consent  of  the  host  are  under 
the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  their  own 
military  courts. 

I  will  never  understand  why  the  United 
States,  to  the  great  disadvantage  of 
American  citizens,  should  have  agreed 
to  a  reversal  of  this  doctrine. 

Yet  that  is  exactly  what  we  have  done 
in  article  VII  of  the  Status  of  Forces 
Agreement  with  the  NATO  nations,  in 
the  amendments  of  September  29,  1953, 
to  the  Japanese  Security  Treaty,  and  in 
other  treaties  and  executive  agreements 
entered  into  since  World  War  H. 

Under  these  agreements  members  of 
our  Armed  Forces  charged  with  the  vio¬ 


lation  of  the  law  of  the  country  in  which 
they  are  stationed  are  turned  over  to  the 
police  authorities  and  the  courts  of  that 
country  for  trial.  They  are  not  guar¬ 
anteed  the  right  to  have  a  public  trial. 
There  is  no  guaranty  against  cruel  or 
unusual  punishment  before  or  after  trial. 
There  is  no  prohibition  against  a  de¬ 
mand  for  excessive  bail.  In  many  coun¬ 
tries  there  is  no  presumption  of  inno¬ 
cence.  There  is  no  guaranty  of  con¬ 
viction  only  on  proof  of  guilt  beyond  a 
reasonable  doubt.  There  is  no  guaranty 
of  right  to  trial  by  jury  and,  of  course, 
no  possibility  of  trial  by  a  jury  of  one’s 
fellow  citizens.  There  is  a  possibility  of 
conviction  by  a  mere  majority  vote.  The 
President  of  the  United  States  cannot 
exercise  his  right  to  pardon. 

These  rights  and  guaranties  which  are 
the  heritage  of  every  American  are  de¬ 
nied  the  men  who  are  sent  overseas  to 
defend  America. 

And  to  this  list,  we  may  add  the  very 
real  possibility  that  our  American  soldier 
may  be  tried  by  a  Communist  judge  or 
convicted  by  a  jury  composed  of  nation- 
is  well  known  to  all  who  have  talked  with 
American  troops  quartered  in  their  land. 
The  attitude  of  the  citizenry  in  many 
nations  toward  our  American  personnel 
is  well  known  to  all  who  have  talked  with 
returning  servicemen.  Our  presence  in 
many  areas  is  not  greeted  with  affection, 
respect,  or  even  friendliness. 

Like  so  many  treaties  and  interna¬ 
tional  agreements  in  which  we  are  in¬ 
volved,  all  of  the  advantage  under  article 
VII  and  similar  understandings  accrues 
to  others.  We  have  Americans  stationed 
in  almost  40  countries  around  the  world. 
We  have  few  foreign  troops  stationed 
within  our  own  country.  Forty  other 
nations  have  gained  the  power  of  life 
and  death  over  tens  of  thousands  of 
American  men. 

Our  partners  in  these  agreements  are 
taking  full  advantage  of  the  unusual 
privileges  we  have  conferred  upon  them. 

Several  hundred  Americans  have  been 
tried  by  foreign  courts.  Tire  Defense 
Department  reports  to  me  that  as  of 
February  10  there  were  58  serving  sen¬ 
tences  ranging  up  to  15  years  for  var¬ 
ious  alleged  infractions  of  the  laws  of 
the  nations  in  which  they  are  stationed. 

They  have  been  subject  to  all  sorts 
of  indignities,  to  unusually  long  and 
severe  sentences  for  offenses  which  we 
consider  minor,  and  they  arc  held  un¬ 
der  conditions  which  we  would  not  toler¬ 
ate  in  any  penal  institution  in  the  United 
States.  The  Record  of  July  14  and  15, 
1953,  when  the  Senate  was  debating  rati¬ 
fication  of  the  Status  of  Forces  Treaty, 
is  replete  with  examples.  Life  in  an 
American  jail  is  no  bed  of  roses.  For  an 
American,  life  in  the  prisons  of  Turkey, 
Yugoslavia,  Japan,  or  France  would  be  a 
hell  on  earth. 

One  of  the  young  Americans  now 
serving  a  sentence  in  Japan  is  my  con¬ 
stituent.  With  two  other  marines,  he 
was  in  a  Japanese  town  on  a  night  off 
and  had  too  much  to  drink.  He  com¬ 
mandeered  the  taxi  in  which  he  was 
riding  and  drove  it  around  town  for 
several  hours,  leaving  it  parked  in  the 
street  when  he  returned  to  the  base. 
He  has  no  recollection  of  the  events  of 
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that  night.  When  the  cabdriver  accused 
the  marine  of  taking  1,400  yen,  he  volun¬ 
tarily  gave  the  man  that  amount.  There 
is  still  no  evidence  that  he  actually  took 
the  money,  other  than  the  cabdriver’s 
allegation.  This  young  American  was 
then  released  to  the  Japanese  authori¬ 
ties  and  tried  by  a  Japanese  judge.  He 
did  not  have  a  jury,  as  there  are  no 
jury  trials  in  Japan.  He  was  sentenced 
to  3  years  at  hard  labor,  and  the  appeal 
court  upheld  the  sentence. 

I  hold  no  brief  for  this  young  man. 
He  violated  the  law.  But  he  should 
have  been  tried  and  punished  by  his  own 
fellow  citizens  under  the  rules  of  our 
own  system  of  military  justice.  And 
I  daresay  the  sentence  would  not  have 
been  as  severe. 

By  way  of  comparison,  2  American 
soldiers  who  committed  a  similar  offense 
recently  in  Alexandria  were  sentenced  to 
90  days. 

The  case  of  Private  Keefe,  who  was 
sentenced  to  5  years  at  solitary  confine¬ 
ment  by  a  French  court  for  the  same 
offense  of  joyriding,  is  well  known  to  the 
American  people.  His  own  counsel  has 
been  denied  the  right  to  visit  Private 
Keefe  in  France. 

The  tragedy  for  the  relatives  of  these 
men  is  difficult  to  exaggerate.  Mrs. 
Keefe  and  her  children  are  left  without 
support.  The  lad  from  my  own  district 
leaves  a  widowed  mother  and  sister  with¬ 
out  support.  Their  grief  at  his  long  con¬ 
finement  in  prison  in  Japan  is  shared  by 
all  their  friends  in  Canton. 

Mrs.  Robert  Vogeler,  who  knows  some¬ 
thing  about  foreign  jails  as  a  result  of 
her  husband’s  terrible  experience,  has 
been  quoted  as  saying  that  she  would 
rather  have  her  sons  go  to  jail  as  draft 
evaders  in  America  rather  than  permit 
them  to  be  stationed  abroad  while  these 
treaties  are  in  effect. 

My  amendment  would  make  it  unnec¬ 
essary  for  any  American  parent  to  make 
this  hard  choice. 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  young  man 
should  be  deprived  of  his  constitutional 
rights  while  serving  far  from  home  in 
defense  of  those  rights.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  we  should  ask  any  American  to  do 
so.  Certainly  we  should  not  compel  him 
to  place  himself  in  jeopardy  against  his 
will  and  without  his  consent.  This  is 
exactly  what  we  are  doing  today.  I 
urge  upon  you  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment  to  protect  the  lives  and  lib¬ 
erties  of  those  who  are  ready  to  give  their 
lives  in  our  behalf. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  so  far  as 
I  know,  the  minority  members  of  our 
committee  will  accept  this  amendment. 
I  do  not  know  how  the  chairman  may  feel 
about  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  of  course,  the  language  of  the 
amendment  would  prohibit  the  use  of 
drafted  men  in  many  countries  through¬ 
out  the  world — Japan,  for  instance.  We 
have  a  treaty  with  Japan.  I  did  not 
agree  with  that  treaty.  The  gentleman 
did  not.  Nevertheless,  we  have  a  treaty 
and,  of  course,  you  understand  we  have 
treaties  with  other  countries.  H  we 
would  have  occupying  troops,  it  means 
that  we  would  not  be  able  to  use  the 
draftees  in  those  countries  at  all,  but 


that  the  draftees  will  remain  at  home 
and  only  the  enlisted  men  and  the  volun¬ 
teer  men  would  be  the  ones  to  be  sent 
overseas  under  the  amendment.  Of 
course,  there  is  nothing  that  we  can  do 
about  rescinding  a  treaty. 

The  House  of  Representatives  does  not 
have  control  of  the  treatymaking  power. 
I  do  not  like  the  provisions  of  the  treaties 
that  have  been  accepted  by  the  Senate, 
nonetheless,  they  are  the  fundamental 
and  paramount  law  of  the  land  and  I  do 
not  think  that  this  stipulation  in  the 
bill  would  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  it  would  prevent  this  country’s 
sending  any  troops  into  any  NATO  coun¬ 
try? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
substantially  correct.  Under  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  you  could  only  use  draftees  in 
countries  where  we  had  no  treaty  agreed 
to  by  the  other  body — not  by  this  body. 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr,  BOW.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  if  we 
adopt  this  amendment  we  will  serve  no¬ 
tice  on  the  other  body  and  on  the  Nation 
that  we  are  not  in  favor'  as  the  gentle¬ 
man  said,  of  treaties  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
true.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  them  either. 

Mr.  BOW.  And  that  this  is  another 
case  where  treaty  law  is  depriving  Amer¬ 
ican  citizens  of  their  constitutional 
rights,  a  treaty  taking  the  place  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  and 
its  protection  of  American  citizens? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  would 
be  an  idle  gesture  on  our  part  to  adopt 
this  amendment,  because  I  do  not  think 
it  would  have  any  effect  under  our  Con¬ 
stitution.  It  is  null  and  void. 

Mr.  PRESTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield  further,  is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  only  place  in  the  world 
where  we  could  send  troops  and  be  as¬ 
sured  that  we  could  take  complete  con¬ 
trol  over  their  jurisdiction  under  any 
sort  of  criminal  charge  is  Spain?  In  all 
the  rest  of  the  nations  where  we  have 
occupation  troops  they  are  subject  to  the 
local  authorities. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  know  everybody  is 
impatient  to  get  through  with  this  legis¬ 
lation,  but  when  the  members  of  the 
committee  take  all  the  time  under  gen¬ 
eral  debate  it  leaves  none  for  many  of 
us  who  want  to  be  heard.  I  do  not  know 
why  we  are  staying  this  long.  I  do  not 
know  why  we  could  not  have  gone  over 
until  tomorrow  and  had  a  decent  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  discuss  these  amendments.  If 
we  are  going  to  amend  this  bill,  let  us 
do  it  right. 

I  think  this  is  an  entirely  valid  amend¬ 
ment,  an  amendment  well  worthy  of  our 
most  careful  consideration. 

I  remember  being  in  Europe  and  sit¬ 
ting  in  a  trial  court.  I  had  read  in  law 
school  and  in  the  law  books  about  the 
differences  of  jurisdiction,  but  it  was  not 
until  I  actually  came  face  to  face  with 
these  situations  that  I  was  ever  com¬ 
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pletely  aware  of  the  differences  that 
exist  in  the  world  in  the  administration 
of  justice. 

There  are  many  countries  where  our 
boys  and  men  are  serving  where  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  is  simply  a  public  confirma¬ 
tion  of  a  conclusion  already  reached  in 
secret. 

It  is  a  fact  that  the  presumption  of  in¬ 
nocence  does  not  exist. 

It  is  also  a  fact,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  has  well  said,  that  many  of  these 
youngsters  if  they  are  to  be  hauled  before 
foreign  tribunals  will  rot  in  jails  on 
charges  that  would  never  stand  up  in 
any  court  in  the  United  States.  We  are 
asking  these  boys  to  do  enough.  For 
heaven’s  sake,  let  us  lift  this  burden  from 
their  backs. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlemen  yield? 

Mr.  DODD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  associate  myself  com¬ 
pletely  with  the  statement  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  made. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Preston) 
there  were — ayes  174,  noes  56. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  desire  to  direct  particular  attention  to 
paragraph  7  of  the  pending  bill,  which 
calls  for  the  submission  to  Congress  of 
legislative  recommendations  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission 
which  shall  include — and  I  quote: 

(B)  Measures  for  the  personal  safety, 
health,  welfare,  and  morals  of  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

This  is  all  the  more  essential  because 
under  present  armed  services  regulations 
beer  is  still  freely  available  in  post  ex¬ 
changes  and  servicemen’s  lounges.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  has  authorized  the 
sale  of  liquor  in  officers’  and  noncom 
clubs  on  armed  services  premises,  and, 
while  a  provision  allowing  package  liquor 
stores  on  such  premises  was  rescinded 
after  violent  protests  by  the  public,  a 
provision  was  retained  giving  the  Sec¬ 
retary  power  to  use  his  discretion  in 
remote  areas,  whereupon  he  authorized 
such  package  liquor  stores  wherever  the 
nearest  package  liquor  store  was  more 
than  10  miles  away.  The  Air  Force  has 
a  voluntary  program  by  which  all  officers 
and  noncoms  are  automatically  drafted 
into  their  officers’  and  noncom  clubs  on 
joining  the  Air  Force  and  have  to  send 
in  written  resignations,  giving  reasons, 
in  order  to  get  out.  Airmen  have  com¬ 
plained  that  these  written  resignations 
have  to  be  cleared  by  the  squadron  com¬ 
mander  before  they  can  be  sent  to  the 
base  commander,  and  in  at  least  some 
instances  the  squadron  commander  has 
refused  to  approve  them. 

I  am  bringing  these  matters  to  the 
attention  of  the  committee  at  this  time 
because  of  the  many  complaints  I  have 
received,  not  only  from  parents  of  those 
serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  but  from 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  them¬ 
selves,  with  respect  to  the  laxity  of  re¬ 
strictions  with  respect  to  the  use  and 
sale  of  beer  and  other  liquors  in  and 
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around  our  training  camps  throughout 
the  country. 

Of  course,  some  are  worse  than  others, 
depending  largely  upon  the  attitude  of 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  installa¬ 
tion,  together  with  those  who  are  in 
charge  of  administering  the  rules  and 
regulations  relating  to  the  use  of  intoxi¬ 
cating  liquors. 

This  bill  should  include  legislation 
that  would  prohibit  the  use  and  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  in  or  near  all 
military  installations.  In  other  words, 
write  it  in  the  law  and  not  depend  upon 
rules  and  regulations  administered  by 
those  in  charge  of  the  defense  installa¬ 
tions.  Why  wait  for  the  Training  Com¬ 
mission  to  make  recommendations? 

H.  R.  5927  IS  NOT  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY 
TRAINING 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  listened  attentively  to  all  of  the 
debate  on  H.  R.  5927  and  my  particular 
concern  has  been  as  to  the  extent  this 
bill  would  establish  a  universal  military . 
training  system  to  make  military  train- ! 
ing  compulsory  if  it  was  adopted. 

I  have  concluded  that  this  bill  is  not 
a  compulsory  military  training  bill,  and 
in  support  of  my  belief,  I  read  from  the 
committee  report  on  the  bill  the  follow¬ 
ing  which  makes  very  clear  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  provisions  of  H.  R. 
5927  and  universal  military  training: 

In  view  of  the  erroneous  conception  held 
by  some  that  the  national  Reserve  plan  is 
universal  military  training,  the  report 
would  not  be  complete  without  pointing  out 
the  essential  differences  between  the  two. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  gives  recog¬ 
nition  to  the  need  for  a  military  manpower 
pool  to  meet  Active  force  requirements  for 
long-term  volunteers,  and  to  protect  the 
manpower  sources  of  the  ROTC  program. 
Universal  military  training  does  not  recog¬ 
nize  this  need  fully. 

The  6  months’  training  program  proposed 
in  the  national  Reserve  plan  is  geared  to 
valid  Reserve  forces  requirements  and  will  j 
be  controlled  within  the  limits  set  forth  in  : 
H.  R.  5297  of  100,000  to  250,000  annually. 
Universal  military  training  is  not  specifi¬ 
cally  related  to  requirements,  but  is  con¬ 
cerned  primarily  with  the  equal  sharing 
of  the  military  obligation  and  with  creating 
a  training  populace. 

The  6  months’  training  program  under  the 
national  Reserve  plan  is  a  volunteer  pro¬ 
gram,  whereas  universal  military  training 
is  a  compulsory  program  which  personnel 
would  enter  by  induction  only.  Universal 
military  training  would  thus  require  the 
simultaneous  operation  of  2  induction  sys¬ 
tems  at  different  age  levels,  one  for  the  Active 
forces  and  one  for  the  Reserve  forces. 

In  the  national  Reserve  plan,  the  6 
months’  trainees  receive  their  training  as 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Under  uni¬ 
versal  training,  the  training  would  be  con¬ 
ducted  under  a  separate  corps  with  a  dis¬ 
tinctive  shoulder  patch. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  is  a  4-year  pro¬ 
gram  and  is  subject  to  periodic  review  and 
further  continuance  by  the  Congress  in  1959. 
Universal  military  training  is  a  permanent 
manpower  program. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  recognizes  the 
need  for  maintaining  military  strength-in¬ 
being.  The  size  of  the  Active  and  Reserve 
Forces  are  based  on  national  security  re¬ 
quirements.  Universal  military  training 
would  reduce  the  Active  force  strength  in 
specific  relation  to  number  of  trainees  en¬ 
tering  Reserve  forces. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  recognizes  the 
need  for  prior -service  personnel  as  the 


hard  core  of  the  Reserve  forces,  and  provides 
means  to  insure  their  participation  in  Re¬ 
serve  training  programs.  Universal  military 
training  would  have  a  completely  volunteer 
provision  as  regards  such  personnel,  so  that 
upon  completing  2  or  more  years  active 
service  they  would  be  eligible  to  go  directly 
to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  that 
I  demand  a  division. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  there 
were — ayes  151,  noes  39. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Trimble,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5297)  to  provide  for  the  strength¬ 
ening  of  the  Reserve  forces,  and  for 
other  purposes,  had  come  to  no  resolu¬ 
tion  thereon. 


HOUR.  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  M6CORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
tomorrow  at  it)  o’clock. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts?  \ 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
why  come  in  at  10  o’clock? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  if  we  dispose  of 
this  bill  tomorrow  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  appropriation  bill,  it  is  my 
intention  to  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  House  adjourn  until  Monday. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  since  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  has  to  fly  out  to  Missouri 
tonight  and  will  be  compelled  to  miss  , the 
rollcall  anyway,  I  do  not  care  whether 
you  meet  at  that  time  or  not. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr.\ 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  there  be  a  record  vote  on  the  Powell 
amendment? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  am  unable  to 
answer  that.  r 

The  SPEAKER.  Is'  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


certain  people  to  prevent  the  United 
States  Government  from  carrying  on  its 
operations  at  various  installations.  Once 
the  Government  discontinues  these  op¬ 
erations  there  will  be  no  yardstick  to 
gage  the  costs  which  are  charged  the 
Government  on  outside  contracts,  and 
this  is  as  much  the  aim  of  the  Ifoover 
Commission  as  anything  else.  It  follows 
the  policy  of  the  present  administration 
to  turn  everything  over  to  big  business, 
without  regard  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  Government  or  the  people. 

Curiously  enough,  it  comes  at  a  time 
when  Congress  is  preparing  to  investi¬ 
gate  charges  of  bribery,  graft,  and  cor¬ 
ruption  on  the  part  of  outside  business 
concerns  in  connection  with  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  Army  and  Navy  uniforms. 
The  very  situation  which  is  under  scru¬ 
tiny  at  the  present  time  emphasizes  the 
need  for  the  retention  and  continued  op¬ 
eration  not  only  of  these  installations  in 
Philadelphia  but  throughout  the  entire 
country. 

If  these  establishments  are  closed  it 
will  not  only  result  in  increased  costs  to 
the  Government,  but  it  will  also  occa¬ 
sion  further  unemployment.  Because, 
despite  the  increased  costs  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  private  companies,  with  their 
nerve-racking  speedup  systems  general¬ 
ly  use  fewer  employees  in  their  opera¬ 
tions.  If  the  savings  from  the  speedup 
methods  resulted  in  savings  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  there  would  be  some  justifica¬ 
tion,  but  the  only  result  is  higher  profits 
to  the  private  contractor.  In  addition  to 
this,  the  loss  of  the  yardstick  would  be 
disastrous  and  would  lead  to  unchecked 
exploitation  of  the  Government  by  pri¬ 
vate  contractors. 

I  feel  certain  Congress  will  act  to  pro¬ 
tect  not  only  the  Philadelphia  Army 
Quartermaster  Depot,  the  Marine  Corps 
Depot  at  the  navy  yard,  and  other  in¬ 
stallations  in  Philadelphia,  but  through¬ 
out  the  entire  country. 

I  intend  to  discuss  the  whole  situation 
yuth  Chairman  Vinson,  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee,  and  enlist 
hib  aid  in  preventing  this  plan  from  de¬ 
veloping. 
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HOOVER  COMMISSION  RECOMMEN¬ 
DATION  TO  CLOSE  MARINE  CORPS 
DEPOT 

/  ; 

(Mr.  BYRNE  of  Pennsylvania  asked; 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend-' his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  recommendation  of  the 
Hoover  Commission  to  close  the  Army 
Quartermaster  Depot  and  the  Marine 
Corps  Depot  culminates  years  of  activity 
"on  the  part  of  big  business  interests  to 
close  Government  establishments  which 
have  cost  the  taxpayers  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars  and  which  have  rendered  efficient 
service  at  a  minimum  of  cost. 

For  the  past  10  or  15  years  there  has 
been  a  concerted  effort  on  the  part  of 


ECTION  OF  ROLLCALL" 

\ 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  on  rollcall  No.  64,  a  quorum  call,  I 
am  recorded  as  absent.  I  waS  present 
and  answered^0  my  name.  Task  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Record  and  Jour¬ 
nal  be  corrected 'accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  ,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objet^ion. 

LOWELL,  MAS’S.,  SPELLING  BEE 
WINNER  \ 

(Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  hpr  remarks.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  yesterday,  Frederic  Framley, 
the  13-year-old  winner  of  the  spelliiig 
bee  contest  at  Lowell,  Mass.,  which  was 
promulgated  by  the  Lowell  Sun,  came  to 
luhcheon  with  me  here  at  the  Capitol. 
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I  was  delighted  with  the  boy’s  dignity,  his 
courtesy,  and  his  intelligent  interest  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  I  know  the  boy,  and  I 
appreciate  v6|r  deeply  the  courtesy  of  the 
Members  to  him.  His  father  and  mother, 
and  the  city  of  Lowell  may  well  be  proud 
of  him.  He  is  young  America  at  its  best, 
and  I  hope  so  muob  that  he  will  be  suc¬ 
cessful  not  only  in  tomorrow's  national 
spelling  contest  but  all  through  his  life. 
There  are  62  other  children  representing 
other  States.  He  is  the  lone  representa¬ 
tive  from  Massachusetts. 
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SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  today  for  15  minutes  following 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  may  be 
permitted  to  sit  during  general  debate 
tomorrow  and  I  also  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia  may  have  until  midnight  to¬ 
morrow  night  to  file  reports  on  several 
bills.  _ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


ANOTHER  SMEAR  EFFORT 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or¬ 
der  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]  is  recognized 
for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  this  morning’s  mail.  May  18, 
1955,  in  a  plain  envelope  postmarked  New 
York,  N.  Y„  came  an  unsigned,  single¬ 
spaced,  three-page,  mimeographed  at¬ 
tack  on  Joseph  Peter  Kamp.  With  it 
came  a  printed  statement  captioned 
“The  Facts — Reported  Monthly  by  th§ 
Civil  Rights  Division,  Arnold  Forste 
National  Director;  Arnold  L.  Schufer, 
Editor — Antidefamation  League  of  ETnai 
B’rith,  212  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York  10, 
N.  Y.,”  containing  what  purported  to  be 
a  list  of  the  contributors  to  the  Consti¬ 
tutional  Educational  League^— see  ex¬ 
hibit  A.  / 

This  appears  to  be  one  of  the  later  ef¬ 
forts  to  destroy  the  Constitutional  Edu¬ 
cational  League  and  Kamp. 

I  have  personally  /known  Kamp  for 
something  like  15  years.  I  have  known 
of  many  of  his  activities,  and  while  nat¬ 
urally  I  have  npt  always  endorsed  all  of 
his  statements,- nor  do  I  subscribe  to  all 
of  his  thinking,  I  am  thoroughly  con¬ 
vinced  that/ne  is  a  sincere  foe  not  only 
of  commuiiism,  but  of  those  who  are  dis¬ 
satisfied/with  our  form  of  government 
and  who  for  it  would  substitute  some 
kind  rif  a  one-world  organization. 

rom  my  knowledge  of  Kamp’s  activi¬ 
ties,  I  am  sure  that  he  has  never  per- 
Jnally  profited  financially.  He  has 
lever  had  sufficient  funds  to  properly 


circulate  his  writings,  to  finance  meet¬ 
ings  at  which  he  desired  to  speak.  He  is 
always  “broke”  because  his  efforts  are 
so  intense. 

He  has  many  times  been  charged  with 
being  anti-Semitic,  but  I  have  never  been 
able  to  find  any  evidence  to  justitfy  that 
charge.  It  is  a  charge  usually  made  by 
those  who  seek  to  destroy  any  individual 
or  organization  who  advocates  patriot¬ 
ism  and  adherence  to  constitutional 
principles  and  procedures. 

I  am  personally  familiar  with  the  con¬ 
gressional  committee  hearings  and  re¬ 
port  which  recommended  contempt  pro¬ 
ceedings  against  Kamp  to  the  Congress 
in  1944,  when  he  refused  to  disclose  to 
the  committee  information  which  would 
have  identified  those  who  contributed  to 
his  efforts. 

Kamp  was  convicted  of  contempt  and, 
as  I  recall,  served  something  like  4 
months  in  jail  because  he  asserted  his 
constitutional  right  to  free  speech,  re¬ 
fused  to  disclose  his  private  business  to 
a  congressional  committee  when  it  was, 
none  of  their  business. 

The  demand  of  the  committee  thdt 
Kamp  ,  disclose  the  names  of  those  who 
contributed  to  his  efforts  was,  in  my 
opinion,  unjustified.  The  criticism  of 
the  committee  and  the  Congres^was  not 
of  what  Kamp  said  or  wrote ybut  of  his 
refusal  to  disclose  the  sources  from 
which  he  received  supports  that  is,  the 
identity  of  those  who  ^purchased  his 
publications. 

the  Buchanan 
and  again  when 
refused  to  disclose 


\ 

Later.,  in  June 
committee  was  creat 
Rumely  and  Kar 


the  sources  of  the  income  of  the  organ! 
zation  which  do. ch  represented,  both 
were  cited  fdr  contempt\  both  were 


\ 


convicted. 

Rumelyytvas  convicted  by  the  United 
States  district  court,  the  conviction  was 
reversed  by  the  United  States  circuit 
court  pi  appeals,  and  the  reversal  was  af¬ 
firmed  and  Rumely  ordered  discharged 
.he  United  States  Supreme  Court  on 


Kamp,  because  of  his  aggressivene 
because  of  his  ability,  is  again  being  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  same  kind  of  treatment  by 
the  same  type  of  individuals  ancLgroups 
which,  over  the  years,  have  sought  to 
destroy  everyone  who  successfully  was 
fighting  communism.  ManVothers,  in¬ 
cluding  Gene  Cox,  Martin  Dies,  Vice 
President  Nixon,  Jennen;  Welker,  Mc¬ 
Carthy — oh,  yes,  a  lone/list  of  patriotic 
citizens — have  received7 the  same  kind  of 
treatment  in  varying7 degrees. 

I  have  no  financial  or  personal  interest 
in  Kamp  or  the  Constitutional  Edu¬ 
cational  League;  but  it  is  certainly  en¬ 
couraging  to  note  that  many  contributed 
to  his  patriotic  efforts.  Had  I  a  million 
dollars,  Kamp  and  other  individuals  and 
organizations  similar  to  the  Constitu¬ 
tional  /Educational  League  and  the 
Rumely  organization  would  get  a  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  it. 

is  significant  that  the  Anti-Defama- 
n  League  has  never,  at  least  to  my 
nowledge,  challenged  any  of  Kamp’s 
statements  in  the  courts.  It  is  signifi¬ 
cant  that  when  Kamp  challenged  the  La 
Follette  Civil  Liberties  Committee — 
Congressional  Record,  June  8,  1950,  vol¬ 
ume  96,  part  6,  page  8343 — to  hear  him  in 
Washington,  that  committee  failed  to 
accept  the  challenge. 

Those  who  sent  out  the  material  which 
which  is  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof — see  exhibit  A — and  above  re¬ 
ferred  to,  evidently  belong  in  that  group 
which  presently  are  characterized  as 
“hatemongers.”  Continually  they  vilify 
individuals,  every  organization  which 
has  the  ability  and  the  courage  to  speak 
out  or  to  write  in  favor  of  constitutional 
government. 

At  present,  through  the  press,  some  are 
engaged  in  the  studied,  well-financed  ef¬ 
fort  to  add  new  vigor  to  the  campaign 
to  discredit  everyone  and  everything 
which  tends  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
our  people  or  the  security  of  the  Republic. 

Exhibit  A 


byarch  9*  *1953— Case* No."**8*7, >Octob3\  JosEPH  Peter  Report  on  His 

Joseph  P.  Kamp  lives  at  135  East  38  Street, 


The  decision  in  the  Rumely  case  shows 
that  the  previous  conviction  of  Kamp 
was  unjustified.  Had  his  case  been 
properly  presented  to  the  courts,  he 
would  not  have  been  convicted  or  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  the  jail  sentence. 

The  efforts  of  the  Buchanan  com¬ 
mittee  were  directed  by  a  lawyer  who 
represented  gangsters  and  crooks — see 
Congressional  Record,  June  21,  1950, 
volume  96,  part  7,  page  9037. 

The  efforts  to  destroy  Kamp,  Rumely, 
and  others  who  have  attempted  to  de¬ 
fend  constitutional  government,  who 
have  fought  subversive  efforts,  are  sel¬ 
dom,  if  ever,  an  attempt  to  answer  what 
has  been  said  or  written,  but  to  destroy 
the  confidence  of  those  who  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  their  efforts. 

However  patriotic  or  sincere  may  be 
those  who  seek  to  destroy  Kamp’s  pres¬ 
ent  efforts  and  the  efforts  of  individuals 
or  organizations  who  hold  like  views,  the 
sad  fact  is  that  those  efforts  further  the 
cause  of  Communists,  of  subversive 
groups,  of  those  who  would  now  re¬ 
pudiate  our  constitutional  form  of  gov¬ 
ernment. 


New  York  City.  His  unlisted  telephone  num¬ 
ber.  Is  Lexington  2—4494.  His  apartment  is  a 
luxuriously  furnished  duplex.  He  is  55  years 
old,  a. man  of  expensive  tastes.  He  is  mar¬ 
ried.  lie  runs  the  Constitutional  Educa¬ 
tional  League,  Inc.,  342  Madison  Avenue, 
New  York  City.  He  publishes  Headlines,  a 
newsletter  'of  varying  length.  Volumes  1 
and  2  were  published  in  1938-39.  Volume  3 
was  not  published  until  1951,  a  lapse  of  12 
years. 

Kamp  calls  himself  a  patriot.  He  is  not. 
He  is  a  cold-blooded  professional  who  poses 
as  an  anti-Semite  tcKthose  patriots  who  sup¬ 
port  him,  while  at  the\same  time  he  supports 
and  praises  various  Jews  and  Jewish  organi¬ 
zations.  He  is  in  close\contact  with  false 
“anticommunists”  who  in  turn  work  with 
and  for  various  Jewish  organizations.  He  is, 
in  fact,  a  secret  and  deadly  enemy  of  all 
genuine  patriots.  Here  is  thenroof : 

Kamp’s  office  is  large  and  w&^l  equipped. 
The  building  in  which  it  is  located  contains 
many  Jewish  organizations  (suck  as  the 
Zionist  Emergency  Council).  Over \  period 
of  many  years  he  has  had  no  difficulty  in 
renewing  his  lease,  although  the  common  ex¬ 
perience  of  all  other  patriots  has  been  i 
sion  from  such  office  buildings  the  momeV 
they  attacked  or  offended  any  Jew  or  Jewisfl 
organization.  He  has  never  complained  of' 


on  May  24  (pp.  5626-7,  5642-3). 

11.  PUBLIC  LANDS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  wit  ''amend- 
mem<s  S.  1464,  to  authorize  the  Interior  Department  to  acquire  rights  of-way 
and  existing  connecting  roads  for  access  roads  to  public  lands 
juriscfction  (S.  Rept.  364) (p.  5603). 


12, 


13. 


\ 


5. 

16. 


17' 


) 


lU. 


ROADS.  Se\«  Byrd  inserted  several  newspaper  articles  commenting  on  the  ’’resi- 
dent’s  proposed  road  program  (pp.  56l9“23)*  / 

/ 

FORESTRY;  MINIlKL  Sen.  Humphrey  spoke  in  fayor  of  S.  1713*  to  provide  protec¬ 
tion  of  national,  forests  from  unreasonable  mining  claims,  and  inserted  a  Sport 
Fishing  Institute  Bui  let  in  article,  "Mining  Claims  and  Fishing,"  discussing 
this  subject  (pp.  5§2i4.~5). 

PERSONNEL.  Received  aMraft  of  proposed  legislatiop/f rom  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  to  amend  theXFederal  Employees*  Group  Life  Insurance  Act  of  195^5 
to  Post  Office  and  CivilNService  Committee  (o.  5601). 


SEED  STORAGE.  Received  a  re? 
favoring  the  establishment 


>lution  of  the  Greater  North  Dakota  Association 
sa  national  seed  storage  facility  (p.  5^03)° 


OLEOMARGARINE.  Sen.  Thye  remarked 
Trade  Commission  against  certain 
legedly  used  false  advertising  to 

56l3-Ji). 


on  actions  under  consideration  by  the  Federal 
facturers  of  oleomargarine  who  have  al- 
t\e  detriment  of  the  dairy  industry  (pp.  1  * 


/ 


inserted  an  article  from  America  by 
1333  to  construct  a  high  dam  on 


Kuchel  on  the  value  of  the  Colo- 
iement  by  W.  A.  Dexheimer  in 


ELECTRIFICATION;  RECLAMATION.  Sen.  Murray 
Mark  J.  Fitzgerald,  S.  J.,  in  support  of 
the  Snake  River  (pp.  5618-9)* 

Sen.  Watkins  exchanged  remarks  with  Sen' 
rad©  River  Storage  project,  and  inserted  a 
support  of  the  project  (ppy^ 5639“Ul ) • 

Sen.  Neuberger  commented  in  support  of  the  Choked  River  Project  and  the 
proposal  to  use  power  revenues  to  help  finance  the\)ro  ject .  W.  A.  Dexheimer js 
statement  is  included  in  support  thereof*  (pp.  56i|.o\9*) 

Sen.  Neuberger  inserted  an  editorial  from  the  St\  Louis  .^ost-Dispatch 
critical  of  the  Administration's  program  to  permit  development  of  the  Hells 
Canyon  project  by  Idaho  Power  and  urging  the  const ructi or^of  a  high  dam  by 
the  Federal  government  (pp.  56U9-50) • 


HOUSE 


18.  RESERVE  FORCES.  Continued  debate  on  H.  R.  5297*  to  provide  for  strengthening 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  (pp.  5651~63). 


19.  SURPLUS  COMMODITIES;  RECLAMATION.  The  Rules  Committee  ordered  report^  :esolu- 
tions/ior  consideration  of  H.  R.  2851,  to  authorize  CCC  to  process  foe  ^  com¬ 
modities  for  donation  to  the  needy;  and  H.  R.  5881,  to  provide  for  Fedei 
cooperation  in  non-Federal  projects  and  for  participation  by  non-Federal 
'es  in  Federal  projects  (p.  dMj-2). 

The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R*^ 
Ll.663,  to  authorize  the  Trinity  River  division.  Central  Valley  project,  Calif.  \ 
(H.  Rept  *  602)  (p.  5^99). 


en- 


20.  TRAVEL  EXPENSE.  The  Government  Operations  Committee  reported  mth  amendmei 

H.  R\6295,  to  provide  for  an  increase  in  maximum  per  diem  allowance  for /Sub¬ 
sistence  and  travel  expenses  (H.  Rept.  6014.)  (p»  5^99)» 


\ 


21#  APPROPRIATIONS,  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  6239,  the  D.  C.  appropriation 
bill  for  1956  (op.  5666-85). 

Passed  as  reported  H.  J.  Res  310.  the  second  urgent  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tion  bill,  1955  (p*  5686).  The  joint  resolution,  which  had  been  reported 
without  amendment  earlier  in  the  day  (H.  Rept.  605),  provides  263,1+75  for 
the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  'Government  and 
■:,.25  million  for  the  Veterans’  Administration  for  readjustment  benefits 

(p.  5699). 

The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R.  6367,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  and  related  agencies  appropriation  bill  for  1956 
(H.  Rept.  603)  (p.  5699). 


22.  FARM  PROGRAM;  RECLAMATION.  Rep.  Holifield  criticized  the  administration's 

present  flexible  price  support  program,  the  reduction  in  acreage  allotments, 
and  the  proposed  upper  Colorado  River  project  (po.  5687-937* 


23*  PRICE  SUPPORTS.  Rep.  Meader  inserted  a  Jackson  Citizen  Patriot  editorial  ob¬ 
jecting  to  his  criticism  of  Gov,  Williams’  support  of  H.  R.  12,  the  90  per¬ 
cent  price  support  bill  (pp.  5663-14.). 


2l+.  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  Rep.  Bailey  criticized  certain  provisions  of  H.  R.  1,  the 
trade  agreements  extension  bill,  as  passed  by  the  Senate  (pp.  5693”6) • 


25«  ELECTRIFICATION.  Received  a  Mo.  Legislature  resolution  urging  an  appropriation 
for  the  Southwestern  power  Administration,  and  to  make  power  available  to  all 
who  need  it  (p.  5699). 


260  SCHOOL  MILK.  Received  an  Hawaiian  Legislature  resolution  urging  extension  of 
the  special  school  milk  program  to  Hawaii  (pi  5699). 


27.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  May  23  (p.  5699).  Legislative  program  as  announced  by 

Majority  Leader  MoCormack:  Mon.,  D.  C.  bills;  Tues.,  Commerce  appropriation 
bill;  Wed.,  Thurs.,  end  Fri.,  H.  R.  2851,  surplus  commodities  donation  bill, 
and  H.  R.  5 881,  loans  to  small  reclamation  projects  (p.  5680). 

28.  REORGANIZATION;  PERSONNEL.  H.  Doo.  l6i+  (see  Digest  81),  is  a  Presidential  rec¬ 

ommendation  that'  Congress  approve  a  GS-18  position,  in  '^.ieu  of  a  GS-17  posi¬ 
tion,  for  the  President's  Advisory  Committee  on  Government  Organization. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 


( 


29.  WHEAT.  S.  2013,  by  Sen.  Schoeppel,  to  provide  for  an  emergency,  wheat  program 
to  be  effective  in  1956  if  producers  disapprove  marketing  quotas  for  the  1956 
wheat  crop;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  (d.  5"6o1+).  Remarks  of 
author  (p.  5605). 


30.  INFORMATION.  S.  2017,  by  Sen.  Langer,  to  amend  title  18  of  the  United  States 
Code  so  as  to  prohibit  the  misuse  by  collecting  agencies  of  names,  emblems, 
id  insignia  to  indicate  Federal  agency;  to  Judiciary  Committee  (p.  56QI+)  • 


PERSONNEL.  S.  2019,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  to  amend  the  Federal  Employees’  Gm 
Life  Insurance  Act  of  195k;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p7 
56OI4.),  Remarks  of  author  (p.  5606). 


House  of  Representatives 


Thursday,  May  19, 1955 


The  \Iouse  met  at  10  o’clock  a.  m. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

Almighty'God,  unto  whom  we  are  daily 
compelled  and  constrained  to  bring  our 
finite  minds  and  fallible  judgments,  and 
our  sinful  hearts  to  be  pardoned  and 
purified,  may  we  enter  upon  the  tasks  of 
the  day  with  confidence  and  courage. 

Grant  that  in  thik  time  of  darkness 
and  shadows,  when  we  wish  that  we 
might  be  able  to  see  more  clearly  the 
events  impending,  may  Nye  surrender 
ourselves  solely  and  supremely  to  the 
leading  of  Thy  Spirit. 

Inspire  us  with  new  ventured  of  faith 
and  larger  vistas  of  outlook  as  w#  labor 
together  to  break  down  the  barriers  that 
divide  mankind  and  seek  to  buila\not 
only  a  world  that  is  safe  for  democracy 
but  a  democracy  that  is  safe  for  tr 
world. 

Help  us  to  believe  in  the  coming  of  a 
new  social  order,  made  nobler  by  the 
suffering  and  sacrifice  and  wiser  by  its 
folly  and  stupidity. 

Hear  us  in  Christ’s  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  giVen 
permission  to  address  the  House  ipr  15 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  any  special  orders  hereto¬ 
fore  entered. 


(Mr.  HAYS 'of  Ohio  askefl  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend/his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  RecomS.) 

[Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio’/  remarks  will 
appear  hereafter  in  tlyi  Appendix.] 


MEDICAL  ASSO- 
TH  DAKOTA  ON 


ACTION  OP  STAT 
CIATION  OF  SC 
POLIO  VACCINE 

(Mr.  BERRY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  BERRX.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  medi¬ 
cal  associations  of  the  47  other  States 
would  do  well  to  follow  the  example  of 
the  Static medical  association  of  South 
Dakota, /fvho  have  pledged  to  the  people 
of  South  Dakota  and  to  the  Nation  that 
no  negdy  child  in  that  State  will  go  with¬ 
out  polio  vaccine,  whether  the  Federal 
Government  intervenes  or  not. 

X  telegram  addressed  to  me  under  date 
oi  May  18,  1955,  from  Dr.  A.  W.  Spiry, 
President,  and  John  C.  Foster,  secretary 
(of  the  SDMA,  reads  as  follows: 


No  needy  child  in  South  Dakota  ill  go  ] 
without  polio  vaccine,  whether  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  intervenes  or  not.  Our  debtors  al-  j 
ways  have  and  will  continue  to  c/re  for  all  j 
patients  and  needs.  Polio  hysteria  is  some¬ 
times  greater  cause  for  alarm  than  polio  it-  [ 
self.  We  urge  careful  consideration  of  pro-  j 
cedure  as  to  how  Federal  funeje  are  allocated  j 
to  needy. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  to  you  and  to 
the  membership  of  this  Congress  that 
this  is  a  challenge  to  the  medical  associa¬ 
tions  of  the  other  s/ates.  I  hope  they 
will  follow  the  leadership  of  South 
Dakota. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  /rder  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  R^cCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
)ve  aycall  of  the  House. 

.call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

Tr/  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Members  failed  to  answer  to 
th@lr  natjies  : 

[Roll  No.  66] 


Albert 

V  Dondero 

Macdonald 

'Avery 

NDoyle 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Ayres 

Bberharter 

Morgan 

Barrett 

Edmondson 

Morrison 

Boggs 

Fjake 

Moulder 

Bolton, 

Gamble 

Mumma 

Frances  P. 

Gathings 

O’Konski 

Bolton, 

Gray  \ 

Pillion 

Oliver  P. 

Gregory  \ 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Buckley 

Hubert  \ 

Scherer 

Burleson 

Herlong  \ 

Short 

Canfield 

Heselton 

\  Tollefson 

Celler 

Hillings 

\Walter 

Christopher 

Kearney 

Williams,  N. 

Colmer 

Kearns 

Dingell 

Lesinskl 

No.  83- 
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The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roncall  391 
Members  have  answered  to  their \ames, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispense 
with. 

NATIONAL  RESERVE  PLAN 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5297)  to  provide  for  the  strengthening 
of  the  Reserve  forces,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  5297,  with 
Mr.  Trimble  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday,  section  3  of  the 
bill  had  been  read. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  On 
page  3,  line  4,  after  the  period,  strike  out  all 
of  the  following  language  down  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  the  word  “years”  in  line  24,  page  5, 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Persons  having  an  obligated  period  of 
service  under  this  act  shall  perform  such 
duties  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
U.  S.  Coast  Guard)  for  satisfactory  per¬ 
formance  of  that  service  obligation.  How¬ 
ever,  any  person  while  subject  to  such 
reserve  obligation  who  in  good  faith  becomes 
a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  re¬ 
ligion  or  a  student  preparing  therefor,  as 
defined  in  sections  6  (g)  and  16  (g)  of  this 
act,  shall,  at  his  request,  not  be  required  to 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  or  active 
duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
while  in  such  status.  In  addition  to  their 
obligation  to  perform  the  duties  provided  for 
in  this  act  such  persons  shall  be  subject  to 
such  orders,  directives,  and  regulations  relat¬ 
ing  to  their  administration  (including  the 
rendering  of  prescribed  reports  on  personal 
status)  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
U.  S.  Coast  Guard).  This  subsection 
does  not  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in 
such  armed  force.  The  appropriate  Secre¬ 
tary  of  a  military  department,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
Coast  Guard  when  it  is  not  operating  as  a 
service  in  the  Navy)  may  provide,  by  regu¬ 
lations  which  shall  be  as  uniform  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  for  the  release  of  any  person  from 
active  training  and  service  or  active  duty  for 
training  in  the  Armed  Forces  before  serving 
the  period  of  active  training  and  service  or 
active  duty  for  training  for  which  he  was 
enlisted,  appointed,  or  inducted.  The 
amendment  made  by  this  amendatory  act 
does  not  change  or  revoke  any  reserve  obli¬ 
gation  imposed  on  any  person  under  this 
section  before  the  enactment  of  this  amend¬ 
atory  act. 

“No  person  who,  after  the  enactment  of 
the  National  Reserve  Plan  is  inducted  into, 
or  initially  enlisted  or  appointed  in,  the 
Armed  Forces,  including  reserve  components 
thereof,  shall  at  any  time  be  assigned  for 
duty  at  any  installation  located  in  a  foreign 
country  with  which  (at  such  time)  the 
United  States  has  in  effect  a  treaty  or  ifiter- 
national  agreement  containing  provisions 
permitting  such  country  to  exercise  in  any 
way  jurisdiction  over  American  personnel 
stationed  within  its  boundaries. 

“(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

"  ‘Until  July  1,  1959,  any  person  herein 
described  may,  within  quotas  fixed  by  the 
President  with  the  advice  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  enlist 
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in  the  Army  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Ter¬ 
ritory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the 
Air  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Reserve 
or  in  any  unit  of  the  Reserve  of  any  armed 
force.  Under  such  regulations  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
•with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard), 
any  person  who  has  not  been  ordered 
to  report  for  induction  under  this  act  may 
be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years;  any 
person  who  is  under  the  age  of  19  years  and 
who  has  not  received  notice  to  report  for 
induction  under  this  act  may  be  enlisted  to 
serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years’.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  take  out 
of  the  bill  the  two  amendments  that  were 
agreed  to  yesterday,  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell], 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  First  of  all,  is  not  this 
amendment  designed  to  take  out  the 
language  in  the  bill  to  which  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  objected? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  going  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  that  right  now. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  says 
the  primary  purpose  is  to  knock  out  an 
amendment  that  this  House  put  in  the 
bill  yesterday? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  purpose  that  will 
be  accomplished  by  this  amendment  will 
be  to  eliminate  two  amendments  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr, 
Powell]. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Maybe  it  would  be  in 
order,  then,  since  we  have  a  full  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Members  here,  for  us  to  reconsider 
my  amendment,  and  we  will  chew  on 
that  awhile. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  that  parliamentary  inquiry,  but  I 
must  proceed. 

The  amendment  removes  the  two 
amendments  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  and 
adopted  yesterday.  It  is  also  an  addi¬ 
tional  elimination  of  the  authority  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  involuntarily 
assign  a  man  to  a  National  Guard  unit 
from  the  Reserve.  My  amendment  in¬ 
cludes,  however,  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bowl. 

Why  do  I  do  this?  At  the  outset  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  said: 

I  am  loathe  to  introduced  these  amend¬ 
ment,  but  it  so  happens  that,  on  page  3  of 
this  bill,  there  has  been  written  in  some 
language,  from  line  4  through  line  12,  which 
compels  me  to  do  this. 

He  stated  yesterday  that  if  that  lan¬ 
guage  had  not  been  in  the  bill  he  would 
not  have  offered  his  amendment.  I  am 
therefore  offering  to  take  that  language 
out,  so  I  think  the  gentleman  has  no 
grounds  for  complaint  because  the  lan¬ 
guage  which  he  criticises  will  not  be  in 
there.  I  think,  however,  it  is  highly  im¬ 


portant  that  we  all  understand  the  legal 
effect  of  the  amendment  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York.  We  all  know  that 
when  amendments  are  offered  we  try 
to  get  as  much  information  about  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  amendments  as  possible.  A 
short  time  after  this  amendment  was 
offered  yesterday  the  Committee  rose. 
We  went  into  conference  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  its  legal  advisers, 
and  the  Assistant  Secretary,  to  analyze 
exactly  what  these  amendments  did. 
They  prepared  and  submitted  to  me  this 
morning  a  brief  analysis  of  exactly  what 
would  be  accomplished  by  the  Powell 
amendment. 

Bear  this  in  mind,  you  have  two 
amendments  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  One  is  on  page  3  of 
the  bill.  That  amendment  would  pre¬ 
vent  the  Department  of  Defense  from 
transferring  a  reservist  to  a  National 
Guard  unit  when  a  governor  of  a  State 
had  requested  such  transfer. 

The  second  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  is  on  page  5. 
That  amendment  provided  that  any 
State,  Territory,  District  National 
Guard,  or  National  Guard  or  Reserve 
unit  shall  not  exclude  or  segregate  any 
person  on  the  basis  of  race,  creed,  color, 
or  national  origin.  There  you  have  two 
amendments  dealing  with  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  subject  matters.  Let  us  analyze 
them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Vinson 
was  allowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  first  amendment 
prevents  the  transfer  of  any  reservist 
having  a  Reserve  obligation  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  in  any  State  in  which  the 
National  Guard  excludes  or  segregates 
any  person  on  the  basis  of  race,  creed, 
color,  or  national  origin.  Therefore — 
now  listen  to  this,  because  it  applies  to 
every  State  in  the  Union — therefore,  even 
though  a  governor  has  failed  to  recruit 
enough  men  for  his  guard  and  requests 
the  transfer  of  reservists  to  fill  up  his 
guard,  this  amendment  would  prevent 
the  Department  of  Defense  from  trans¬ 
ferring  any  reservists  to  the  National 
Guard. 

It  is  true  that  even  though  that  State’s 
National  Guard  already  had  integrated 
units  to  which  a  person  could  be  trans¬ 
ferred,  transfers  would  be  prohibited  if 
there  is  still  only  one  segregated  unit 
remaining  in  the  entire  State.  That  is 
the  accomplishment  of  the  first  limita¬ 
tion  of  the  amendment.  Let  us  see  the 
second. 

The  second  amendment  relates  to  en¬ 
listments.  It  prevents  enlistment  of 
anyone  in  any  National  Guard  units  so 
long  as  any  guard  unit  in  the  State  re¬ 
mains  segregated. 

Bear  in  mind  that  throughout  the  Na¬ 
tion  there  are  a  great  many  integrated 
units  in  different  States,  and  in  those 
same  States  there  are  some  segregated 
units.  By  this  amendment  no  one  could 
enlist  in  the  National  Guard  in  that 
State.  All  of  us  know  that  in  certain 
States  some  integration  has  already 
taken  place.  This  amendment  would 
prevent  all  further  input  in  the  National 


Guard  either  by  transfer  or  on  a  volun¬ 
tary  enlistment  basis  if  there  were  1 
unit  or  indeed  1  person  who  was  sub¬ 
jected  to  segregation  in  the  unit  in  the 
State. 

That  is  the  effect  of  the  gentleman’s 
amendment,  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
we  would  accomplish  what  he  sought  to 
obtain  when  he  offered  his  amendment 
to  language  which  was  objectionable  to 
him.  He  said  if  it  were  not  in  the  bill 
he  would  not  offer  his  amendment.  I 
think  he  can  see  the  weaknesses  of  his 
second  amendment. 

I  am  asking  the  Committee  to  adopt 
this  amendment  which  will  have  parlia¬ 
mentary  effect  of  taking  the  objection¬ 
able  language  out  of  the  bill  and,  having 
done  so,  deleting  the  Powell  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  you  have  already 
heard  during  the  course  of  the  debate, 
the  great  Committee  on  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  has  spent  weeks  and  weeks  in  the 
development  of  the  pending  legislation. 
It  was  reported  by  that  committee  by  a 
vote  of  31  to  5  with  1  voting  present, 
which  indicates  a  very  high  degree  of 
unanimity  of  opinion. 

We  have  carried  along  to  this  point  in 
the  consideration  of  the  matter.  Many 
of  us  are  anxious  that  the  legislation  go 
on  to  pasage.  I  know  how  the  game  is 
played  around  here.  Sometimes  if  we 
are  against  a  measure,  anything  that 
makes  it  more  unpalatable  is  approved. 
I  would  want  to  exempt  from  any  such 
category,  certainly  in  this  particular  in¬ 
stance,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Powell]  who  offered  these  amend¬ 
ments  in  the  first  place,  because,  in  my 
experience  with  him  here  I  have  never 
seen  him  resort  to  any  sort  of  trick 
maneuvers  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
legislation.  It  may  well  be  that  he  is 
against  this  legislation,  but  I  would  not 
want  to  impute  to  him  in  any  degree  a 
desire  to  kill  the  legislation  by  offering 
something  in  which  he  did  not  whole¬ 
heartedly  believe. 

I  have  checked  around  enough  to  be 
completely  convinced  that  if  this  solu¬ 
tion  of  the  difficulty  as  advocated  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson] 
is  not  adopted,  and  if  these  amendments 
should  stay  in  the  bill  as  they  were  ten¬ 
tatively  adopted  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  yesterday,  it  would  mean  the  de¬ 
feat  of,  or  the  recommittal  of  this  legis¬ 
lation.  So  we  are  confronted  with  a 
very  practical  situation. 

I  would  like  to  say,  and  I  imagine  he 
would  permit  me,  as  I  have  already  said 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  presently 
before  us  represents  for  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  a  victory  in  respect  to 
his  position. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]  referred  to  the  opening  para¬ 
graph  of  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  yesterday.  There  is  a 
further  paragraph  which  I  would  like  to 
read  because  I  think  it  shows  his  atti¬ 
tude: 

If  this  language  stays  in  the  bill — 


1955 

That  is  the  language  which  was  quoted 
and  which  this  amendment  takes  out— 
without  nay  amendment,  it  wiU  mean  that 
the  governors  of  States  where  there  are  now 
segregated  National  Guard  units — and  there 
are  segregated  National  Guard  units  in  21 
States— will  be  able  to  force  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guards  of  their  States  Jim  Crow  and 
segregated  battalions,  regiments,  companies, 
or  whatever  the  unit  might  be.  There  is  no 
language  in  this  bill  that  will  prevent  this 
from  occurring. 
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In  other  words,  again,  and  I  think 
very  properly,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  makes  the  point  that  by  the  lan¬ 
guage  to  which  he  objected  on  page  3  of 
the  bill  and  which  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  takes  out,  the  Federal  Government 
intervenes  with  compulsion  to  force  men 
into  the  National  Guard  units  upon  cer¬ 
tification  by  the  governor  or  request  by 
the  governor  or  other  State  authority. 

Of  course,  that  is  a  departure  from  our 
original  concept  of  the  National  Guard. 
The  National  Guard  has  come  down  from 
the  old  military  State  militia.  In 
many  places  they  still  refer  to  the  guaid 
as  the  State  militia.  But  it  has  been 
.  on  a  voluntary  basis.  So  I  think  the 
I  gentleman  from  New  York  was  on  very 
sound  ground  when  he  urged  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  his  amendment,  the  first  part  of 
his  amendment,  insofar  as  it  qualifies 
the  language  originally  placed  in  the  bill. 

The  second  part  of  the  amendment 
does  not  fall  within  that  category  be¬ 
cause  there  it  refers  not  only  to  the 
original  situation  but  to  the  completely 
voluntary  enlistments  in  the  several 
States.  As  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
pointed  out,  probably  it  is  so  broad  as  to 
practically  wreck  the  guard  in  many  of 
the  States-  where  integration  has  pro¬ 
gressed  by  great  leaps  and  bounds  but 
where  there  is  yet  some  small  bit  of 
segregation  left. 

Now,  as  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
pointed  out,  tremendous  strides  have 
been  made  in  our  Government  with  re¬ 
spect  to  integration.  Tremendous 
strides  have  been  made  in  the  National 
Guard  units.  I  say  that  is  all  to  the 
\  good.  Our  Army  now,  under  Executive 
}  orders,  is  integrated.  , 

The  only  reason  I  rise  at  this  time 
Is  to  try  to  point  out  that  what  is  here 
sought  to  be  done  is  fair.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  puts  first  among  the 
objectives  of  his  amendment  the  elimi¬ 
nation  of  the  two  Powell  amendments. 
But,  I  think  the  first  objective  of  his 
pending  amendment  is  to  take  out  the 
language  to  which  objection  was  oiig- 
inally  raised— and  I  think  very  proper¬ 
ly — arid  then,  of  course,  that  language, 
being  the  basis  for  the  offering  of  the 
amendments  in  the  first  place,  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  the  amendments  is  no  longer 
with  us,  because  the  objectionable  lan¬ 
guage  will  be  removed  by  this  pending 
amendment. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  point¬ 
ed  out,  the  so-called  Bow  amendment  is 
retained  in  the  bill.  Now,  I  did  not  vote 
for  the  Bow  amendment.  I  know  there 
are  many  ideas  about  it,  but  in  any  event 
this  legislation  will  go  to  the  other  body 
if  it  is  adopted  here.  Of  course,  if  it 
is  not,  that  is  the  end  of  it,  but  certainly 
any  adjustments  that  would  need  to  be 
made  could  there  be  considered. 


Mr.  Chairman,  the  thing  that  I  do  not 
want  to  happen  is  that  this  bill  be  re¬ 
committed  or  rejected  so  that  this  whole 
program  that  has  been  so  carefully 
worked  out  by  the  committee,  so  care¬ 
fully  gone  over  by  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and,  I  think,  a 
clear  majority  believing  in  the  program, 
wanting  to  have  it  adopted — I  just  do 
not  want  the  legislation  to  fail  at  this 
point,  and  that  is  the  reason  I  have  risen 
in  support  of  this  amendment.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  this  amendment  which 
is  now  pending  will  be  adopted  and  that 
we  can  go  on  with  the  passage  of  the 
legislation.  . 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  I  think  it  is  fine 
that  we  do  have  a  gentleman  who  says 
he  understands  his  way  around.  It  so 
happens  that  I  do  not.  Maybe  I  am 
slowly  learning.  But,  regardless  of  that, 

I  have  a  vote  that  will  be  riding  upon  one 
question  which  I  want  to  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  answer  for  me,  and  that  question 
is:  If  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson!  is 
adopted,  will  States’  rights  be  protected 
and  the  governors  of  all  of  our  48  States 
have  control  over  their  militia  and  their 
National  Guard  as  provided  by  the  Con¬ 
stitution  and  the  laws  of  this  country ;  is 
that  correct?  I  do  not  intend  to  sur¬ 
render  a  single  State’s  rights. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Well,  if  the  Vinson 
amendment  is  approved,  the  guard  will 
continue  to  be  on  a  voluntary  basis  and 
will  be  operated  as  the  people  m  the 
State  determine,  subject  only,  of  course, 
to  other  considerations  that  are  involved. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  will  answer  the 
gentleman’s  question.  The  answer  to 
the  question  asked  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Forrester!  is  in  the 
affirmative.  If  this  amendment  is  agreed 
to,  then  the  National  Guard  enlistment 
control  remains  just  like  it  is  under  the 
law  today.  It  covers  it  all.  There  is  no 

doubt  about  it.  .  _ 

Mr  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  5  ad¬ 
ditional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
appears  to  me  from  the  debate  on  this 
subject  yesterday,  the  various  amend¬ 
ments  that  were  offered,  the  strong  sup¬ 
port  that  many  of  them  received  though 
not  accepted,  that  the  membership  of 
this  House  must  be  thinking  along  the 
lines  of  a  bill  that  I  offered  m  the  early 
stages  of  the  subcommittee  hearings 
whfch,  in  my  opinion,  is  by  far  the  best 
suggestion  to  provide  a  real  Reserve  pio- 
gram  in  view  of  present  problems. 

May  I  say  to  you  that  I  attended  every 
session  of  the  subcommittee.  I  almost 
became  obnoxious,  I  am  sure,  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  and  to  certain  members  of 
our  subcommittee  who  disagreed  with 
mv  opinion.  The  simplest  way,  in  my 
opinion,  to  eliminate  this  confusion 
about  yesterday’s  amendments  would  be 


to  adopt  H.  R.  4848  as  a  substitute  for 
this  bill,  and  then  we  will  have  no  con¬ 
troversy  about  it.  There  are,  at  the  desk, 
copies  of  H.  R.  4848  over  on  my  right  and 
also  over  on  my  left. 

H.  R.  4848  would  reduce  the  present 
8  obligation  to  6  years.  Those  enlisting 
in  the  active  forces  for  3  or  more  years 
would  completely  fulfill  their  obligation 
at  the  end  of  their  active  service.  There 
is  no  requirement  that  prior-service  per¬ 
sonnel  shall  participate  in  an  active  Re¬ 
serve  program,  although  it  is  provided 
that  those  who  do  so  can  materially 
shorten  their  remaining  military  obliga¬ 
tion.  I  am  hopeful  that  the  military 
departments  would  institute  other  in¬ 
ducements  to  persuade  prior-service 
personnel  to  participate  in  Reserve 
programs. 

Other  than  prior-service  personnel 
who  volunteered  to  serve  in  active  units 
of  the  Reserve,  the  Reserves  would  be 
composed  of  young  men  who  voluntarily 
enlisted  therein  with  the  agreement  that 
they  would  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
basic  training  for  a  period  not  less  than 

4  months.  I  used  4  months  in  my  bill 
rather  than  6  months,  since  the  normal 
recruit-training  period  of  all  services  is 
from  11  to  13  weeks,  that  more  persons 
could  be  trained  in  the  same  period,  and 
that  this  period  would  better  fit  into  edu¬ 
cational  programs.  If  the  military  serv¬ 
ices  believe  this  period  should  be  longer, 

I  would  have  no  objection.  At  the  end  of 

5  years’  satisfactory  service  in  the  Re¬ 
serves  an  individual  would  have  fulfilled 
his  military  obligation.  Young  men 
would  be  authorized  to  enter  the  Re¬ 
serves  in  this  manner  up  until  they  re¬ 
ceived  an  order  to  report  for  induction, 
and  the  only  limitations  on  the  numbers 
would  be  up  to  the  limit  of  the  appro¬ 
priations  provided. 

The  remainder  of  the  bill  generally 
follows  the  bill  under  consideration. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  advantages  of 
my  bill  are  these: 

First.  The  military  obligation  provided 
better  fits  present  manpower  and  draft 

conditions.  ,  ....  , 

Second.  It  adheres  to  our  traditional 

volunteer  system. 

Third.  Young  men  can  fulfill  their 
military  obligation  in  shorter  periods  of 

time.  ,  .  .  . 

Fourth.  More  persons  will  be  trained 
than  under  H.  R.  5297. 

As  I  stated  earlier,  I  have  no  pride  of 
authorship  in  my  bill,  and  would  be  will¬ 
ing  to  make  such  revisions  as  deemed 
advisable. 

I  have  enough  faith  in  the  young  men 
of  the  Nation  to  believe  that  with  the 
right  inducements,  they  will  volunteer  to 
perform  their  fair  share  of  the  military 
obligation.  If  after  a  trial  this  system 
does  not  produce  sufficient  membei  s  for 
our  Reserves,  I  would  be  willing  to  sup¬ 
port  legislation  which  would  provide  tor 
the  induction  into  the  Reserves.  I 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  more  equity  m 
inducting  a  person  with  no  previous  mili¬ 
tary  experience  into  a  Reserve  force  than 
there  is  in  requiring  prior  service  Person¬ 
nel  to  participate  in  Reserve  training. 

H.  R.  4848  would  eliminate  the  com¬ 
pulsion  of  45  days  against  a  prior  service 
man. 
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Let  me  tell  you  about  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  action  to  show  you  that  we  were 
not  unanimous  on  all  of  these  provisions 
in  the  Committee  bill. 

Even  though  I  did  not  fully  agree  with 
all  the  provisions,  I  voted  for  the  Com¬ 
mittee  bill  in  both  the  subcommittee  and 
in  the  full  committee.  The  full  com¬ 
mittee  did  adopt  an  amendment  to  the 
subcommittee  bill  that  permitted  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  call, 
without  congressional  approval,  1  mil¬ 
lion  Reservists.  My  bill  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  that. 

My  bill  will  largely  take  care  of  the 
objective  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden],  The  amendment  offered  by 
Mr.  Roosevelt  of  California,  called  for 
4  years,  but  that  could  impair  the  regular 
enlistment  of  the  Navy  and  Air  Force 
in  their  regular  establishments  and  in 
their  Reserve  program.  But  H.  R.  4848 
requires  5  years  instead  of  8,  and  there  is 
no  compulsion. 

I  have  heard  a  lot  of  talk  about  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  I  never 
fought  harder  in  my  life  for  8  weeks, 
trying  to  eliminate  what  I  considered 
undesirable  features  of  the  original  bill, 
as  submitted  by  the  Pentagon;  which  I 
am  sure  the  membership  of  this  House 
would  not  approve.  Universal  Military 
Training  under  proper  provisions,  could 
be  much  better  than  compulsion  in  the 
original  bill,  which  would  compel  prob¬ 
ably  60  to  75  percent  of  the  youth  to 
serve  8  or  10  years  while  the  remainder 
go  free  with  no  service  whatsoever. 

I  submit  to  you  that  the  way  to  elim¬ 
inate  and  correct  the  amendments  that 
were  adopted  yesterday  and  to  meet  the 
objectives  of  many  who  supported  other 
amendments,  would  be  to  adopt  H.  R. 
4848,  my  bill,  as  a  substitute  for  the 
pending  measure,  send  it  to  the  Senate, 
for  the  further  consideration  of  that 
body.  I  believe  they  will  agree.  If  they 
do  this  Congress  will  pass  a  sound  bill 
which  will  provide  a  real  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram,  which  is  so  greatly  needed  at  this 
time. 

I  want  to  tell  you  about  the  differ¬ 
ences  of  opinion  on  our  subcommittee. 
I  admire  the  chairman  and  those  who 
shared  his  views.  But  I  was  equally 
strong  in  my  views.  I  wanted  no  com¬ 
pulsion  in  this  bill.  I  believe  there  was 
probably  only  one  vote  against  that  gen¬ 
eral  objective.  But  when  the  second  bill 
was  written,  compulsion  on  the  trainee 
for  6  months  was  left  out,  but  the  45-day 
compulsion  on  prior  servicemen,  irre¬ 
spective  of  our  agreement,  was  written 
into  the  bill.  The  motion  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  to  provide 
compulsion  on  the  6  months  trainee  lost 
by  a  tie  vote  of  6  to  6.  On  our  motion 
to  take  from  the  bill  the  45-day  compul¬ 
sion,  we  lost  that  6  to  6.  But  if  that  had 
been  eliminated  in  the  second  draft,  as 
previously  agreed,  the  motion  to  rein¬ 
state  it  would  have  also  lost  by  the  same 
vote. 

May  I  say  that  General  Walsh  of  the 
National  Guard  Bureau  stated  that  the 
National  Guard  not  only  agrees  with 
the  principles  of  H.  R.  4848,  but  they 
believe  it  to  be  in  the  interests  of  the 
Nation. 


Under  our  cross-examination,  it  was 
admitted  before  our  committee  by  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  and  Regular  Air  Force  officials 
that  the  strongest  arm  of  our  Reserve 
program  for  the  Army  and  Air  Force  is 
the  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National 
Guard. 

If  you  start  weakening,  or  interfering 
with  the  National  Guard  of  this  country 
you  will  wreck  the  strongest  Reserve  we 
have  at  the  present  time  for  the  Army 
and  the  Air  Force.  No  legislation  passed 
can  replace  the  strength  of  our  National 
Guard.  Not  only  that  but  Reserves  and 
Reserve  programs  are  dependent  upon 
public  support.  You  cannot  have  public 
support  on  any  measure  which  weakens 
the  National  Guard. 

I  submit  to  you  that  somebody  will 
argue  that  my  proposition  will  provide 
too  many  young  men.  I  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  military  itself  to  set  the 
ceiling.  According  to  General  Hershey’s 
testimony  before  our  committee,  we  have 
approximately  1,500,000  young  men  in 
this  country  subject  to  I-A  classification 
today.  We  will  have  approximately  1 
million  each  year  for  the  next  4  years. 
We  have  sufficient  manpower. 

Let  us  make  this  Reserve  program  at¬ 
tractive.  Give  the  boys  4  months’  train¬ 
ing,  and  I  say  to  you  many  of  them  will 
go  from  that  to  the  Regular  Establish¬ 
ment,  just  as  they  go  from  the  National 
Guard  today  to  the  Regular  Establish¬ 
ment.  Approximately  30,000  men  a  year 
go  from  the  National  Guard  after  they 
receive  that  training  into  the  Regular 
Military  Establishment. 

H.  R.  4848,  irrespective  of  what  or 
anyone  says  will,  in  my  opinion,  furnish 
the  necessary  number  of  reservists,  en¬ 
courage  young  men  with  special  abilities 
to  go  into  the  Regular  Military  Forces 
and  reduce  the  number  of  draftees 
needed. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  California.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  said  this  bill  would  wreck  the 
National  Guard? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  do  not  say  the 
pending  bill  will  wreck  the  National 
Guard,  but  the  gentleman  knows  and  I 
know  there  has  been  a  move  on  foot  from 
the  Pentagon  and  high  places  for  many 
years  to  Federalize  the  National  Guard. 
If  you  can  come  in  here  and  start  fool¬ 
ing  with  an  established  concern  that  has 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  States  for  all 
these  years,  and  you  saw  the  vote  yes¬ 
terday,  you  can  talk  all  you  want  to 
but  you  will  find  there  is  not  a  governor 
in  the  United  States  of  America  who 
would  not  oppose  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment’s  interference  with  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  California.  Does  the 
gentleman  think  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  wrecks  or 
in  any  way  interferes  with  the  National 
Guard? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  No;  but  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  yesterday  do. 

Mr.  VINSON.  My  amendment  elim¬ 
inates  the  language  to  which  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  offered  an  amend¬ 
ment.  If  the  language  is  eliminated, 
then  there  is  no  need  nor  necessity  for 
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the  amendment.  My  amendment  pre¬ 
serves  the  National  Guard  just  as  they 
are  under  the  law  today,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  take  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  word  for  it.  I  will  vote  for  his 
amendment.  My  substitute  I  know  will 
do  it  and  improve  the  bill  considerably 
in  many  other  respects. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  object,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  should 
like  to  see  if  we  can  reach  some  agree¬ 
ment  as  to  the  time  for  debate  on  this 
amendment.  We  all  understand  the 
amendment.  I  desire  to  have  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  [Mr.  Brooks)  speak 
on  the  amendment,  and,  of  course,  we 
want  the  gentleman  from  New  York  l  Mr. 
Powell]  to  speak  on  it.  I  want  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  to  have  at 
least  10  minutes. 

Mr.  DIES.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob¬ 
ject,  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if  he  will  explain  the  necessity 
for  the  original  language,  and  what 
happens  to  the  bill  by  its  elimination? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  will  all  be  ex¬ 
plained.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  do. 
I  explained  the  whole  thing.  If  the 
committee  will  bear  with  me,  let  us  get  a 
little  agreement  on  the  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  all  debate  on  this  amendment 
close  in  40  minutes. 

Mr.  SAYLOR.  I  object,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  1  hour. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  Reserving 
the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Chairman,  did  I 
correctly  understand  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  to  state  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  was  to  have  10 
minutes? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  hope  he  will  have  at 
least  10  minutes. 

Mr.  REECE  of  Tennessee.  That 
should  be  understood. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  in  that  hour  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell] 
may  have  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment  and  all  amendments  thereto  be 
limited  to  1  hour,  and  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  be 
allowed  10  minutes  of  that  time.  Is 
there  objection? 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
for  some  time  I  have  had  on  the  desk  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  which  affects  the 
last  language  of  this  amendment.  If  I 
understand  correctly,  unless  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  acted  on  before  the  Vinson 
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amendment  is  acted  on,  and  should  the 
Vinson  amendment  carry,  I  would  be 
precluded  from  offering  it.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  do  not  think 
even  the  members  of  the  committee  un¬ 
derstand  this  amendment.  I  would  like 
to  know  how  much  time  each  man  would 
have  under  the  proposed  request. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  At  the  moment  the 
Chair  cannot  say. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  the  regular  order,  to  see  if  there  is 
objection  to  the  request. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ob¬ 
ject. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  the  so-called  Vinson 
amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto 
be  limited  to  1  hour,  and  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell] 
shall  have  10  minutes  of  that  hour. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  be¬ 
lieve  a  matter  of  that  kind  can  be  han¬ 
dled  only  by  unanimous  consent. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
correct 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  withdraw  that  part. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  moves  that  all  debate  on 
the  Vinson  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  be  limited  to  1  horn-. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  already  has  5 
minutes  in  his  own  right,  as  I  under¬ 
stand. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Will  the 
committee  have  the  right  to  close  the 
debate? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  committee  has 
the  right  to  close  the  debate,  especially 
under  the  rule. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  is  rec¬ 
ognized  for  5  minutes  in  his  own  right. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  tell  the  stark,  cold,  naked  truth,  about 
the  issue  before  us.  The  effort  of  the 
distinguished  chairman,  my  friend  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  to  get  support 
for  his  amendment  has  but  one  objec¬ 
tive,  to  destroy  the  action  the  commit¬ 
tee  took  yesterday;  that  is  all,  nothing 
else.  And  the  reason  why,  as  I  was  told 
all  yesterday  evening,  last  night,  and 
this  morning  is  because  if  the  action  of 
this  House  yesterday  stands,  then  UMT 
or  the  revervist  bill  will  not  be  passed. 

Why?  I  ask.  I  am  told  by  my 
friends  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  by  my 
friends  in  the  White  House,  that  if  this 
action  which  the  committee  took  yester¬ 


day  stands  there  will  be  a  large  group 
of  men  and  women  of  this  body  who 
would  vote  for  this  bill  but  who  will  not, 
men  and  women  who  believe  their  sec¬ 
tional  point  of  view  is  more  important 
than  the  national  loyalty. 

Then  I  was  asked,  and  it  was  men¬ 
tioned  on  the  floor  by  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Indiana,  Mr.  Halleck,  that 
I  have  been  opposed  to  UMT  through 
the  years  and  that  probably  this  is  a 
gimmick  of  mine  to  destroy  the  bill. 
Probably  he  did  not  say  exactly  that,  but 
I  mention  it  because  it  has  been  said  to 
me  off  the  floor. 

I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the 
membership  that  if  the  amendment  they 
adopted  yesterday  stands  I  will  vote  for 
the  reservist  bill.  I  will  vote  for  the 
UMT  bill  even  though  it  is  against  my 
conscience  and  against  my  spiritual  be¬ 
lief,  so  that  no  one  can  say  that  I  used 
the  amendment  of  yesterday  as  a  gim- 
nick  to  destroy  this  bill.  I  am  putting 
my  patriotism  up  against  your  patriot¬ 
ism.  My  patriotism  is  influenced  by  my 
spiritual  belief.  That  is  why  I  have 
been  against  the  reservist  program  all 
along,  with  my  colleague  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short].  Are  you  willing  to  put 
your  patriotism  upon  the  same  high 
level  that  I  put  mine? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mi’.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man,  as  he  said,  listened  to  me  when  I 
said  very  clearly  that  he  was  not  using 
this  as  a  gimmick,  that  he  was  not  doing 
it  as  a  gimmick.  I  believe  that.  I  did 
not  say  that  to  gain  any  advantage.  I 
actually,  and  sincerely  believe  that. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman.  We  both  came  to  the  same 
conclusion  based  upon  the  same  state¬ 
ment,  that  is  correct,  but  there  are 
others  here  that  might  think  I  have 
introduced  this  amendment  in  order  to 
destroy  the  bill.  At  great  expense  to  my 
conscience,  I  will  vote  for  the  reservist 
bill  if  the  amendments  stand. 

Now,  my  esteemed  friend  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  has  brought  for¬ 
ward  this  new  amendment  and  he  states 
that  it  is  to  eliminate  my  amendments. 
That  is  what  it  is  for,  to  eliminate  the 
language  that  my  amendments  applied 
to.  He  said  that  I  said  I  would  not  have 
introduced  the  amendment  if  the  lan¬ 
guage  was  not  in  the  bill.  That  is  not 
true.  I  have  introduced  amendments  of 
this  nature  for  12  years,  and  all  during 
this  century  other  Members  have  intro¬ 
duced  amendments  of  this  nature.  I 
will  continue  to  do  so  to  the  best  of  my 
ability  when  I  think  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  say  also 
that  the  statement  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  read  to  you  an¬ 
alyzing  my  amendment  was  a  statement 
prepared  by  the  Department  of  Defense. 
The  Department  of  Defense  is  going  to 
prepare  a  statement  one  way — their  way. 
You  cannot  blame  them,  but  neverthe¬ 
less  that  is  true.  Now,  my  amendment 
does  not  say  that  if  a  State  segregates  in 
one  unit  and  integrates  in  others  that 
they  are  a  State  operating  on  a  segre¬ 
gated  pattern.  My  amendment  does 
not  say  that. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  the  time  al¬ 
lotted  Messrs.  Brownson,  Saylor,  and 
Dawson  of  Illinois  was  yielded  to  Mr. 
Powell.) 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
amendment  of  yesterday  provides  that 
any  State,  Territorial,  or  District  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  that 
excludes  or  segregates  any  person  on  the 
basis  of  race,  creed,  color,  or  national 
origin  shall  not  have  the  power  to  go  into 
the  Reserve  and  take  men  out  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  and  put  them  in  the  National 
Guard.  That  is  the  amendment. 

Under  the  language  here  the  National 
Guard  has  the  power  to  go  into  the  Re¬ 
serve  and  put  men  in  their  National 
Guard,  whether  it  is  segregated  or  in¬ 
tegrated.  I  say  by  my  amendment  they 
cannot  do  it  as  long  as  they  are  segre¬ 
gated,  and  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  not  only  my  po¬ 
sition;  that  is  the  position  that  126  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  took  yesterday  voting 
on  the  basis  of  their  conscience. 

The  issue  of  patriotism  was  raised  yes¬ 
terday,  and  that  is  the  issue  we  raise 
again  today.  The  question  I  asked  yes¬ 
terday  afternoon  was:  Is  sectionalism 
more  important  than  national  loyalty? 

You  know,  all  the  years  that  Negro  men 
marched  in  Jim  Crow  regiments,  and 
sailed  in  Jim  Crow  ships,  and  fought  in 
Jim  Crow  branches  of  our  Armed  Forces, 
the  question  of  patriotism  was  never 
questioned.  When  George  Washington’s 
ragged  troops  of  the  Continental  Army 
marched  across  the  snows  of  Valley 
Forge  you  will  find  the  bleeding  foot¬ 
prints  of  Negro  men  who  marched  with 
them  in  that  Army.  They  were  segre¬ 
gated,  but  their  patriotism  was  not  in 
doubt.  And  later  when  Black  Jack 
Pershing  went  after  Pancho  Villa  in 
Mexico,  Negroes  rode  in  segregated  ar¬ 
tillery  units  by  his  side.  Their  patriot¬ 
ism  was  not  questioned  even  though  they 
were  Jim  Crowed.  When  Teddy  Roose¬ 
velt  went  up  San  Juan  Hll,  Negroes  were 
by  his  side  fighting  and  dying  in  the 
Spanish-American  War.  Call  the  roll 
of  World  War  I  and  World  War  EL 
They  were  there.  Second-class  citizens, 
but  dying  the  same  as  anyone  else.  They 
never  questioned  their  loyalty.  In  a,ll 
the  years  since  Benedict  Arnold  until 
recent  days,  not  a  Negro  has  ever  been 
convicted  of  being  a  fifth  columnist,  a 
subversive,  or  agent  against  our  Govern¬ 
ment.  Our  patriotism  is  up  here,  clear, 
untarnished,  for  anyone  to  see.  Now 
that  the  world  is  changing,  now  that  the 
world  is  in  ferment,  now  that  the  idea  of 
democracy  must  stand  up  against  a  sea 
of  communism  or  we  all  go  down,  they 
come  now  and  raise  the  queston  of  pa¬ 
triotism.  I  say  that  the  only  patriot¬ 
ism  is  the  patriotism  of  loyalty  to  the 
Stars  and  Stripes,  regardless  of  whether 
you  come  from  Mississippi  or  Maine,  re¬ 
gardless  of  what  color  your  skin  is  or 
what  God  you  believe  in  or  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  in;  one  loyalty,  one  Nation,  indi¬ 
visible,  with  liberty  and  justice  for  all. 
That  is  the  United  States  of  America. 

So,  my  friends,  I  ask  you  to  support 
what  you  did  yesterday,  to  continue  giv- 
ing  witness  as  men  and  women,  not  as 
puppets,  but  as  individual  men  and 
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•women,  giving  bold  witness  in  this  hour 
when  the  acids  of  criticism  by  our  friends 
and  our  enemies  are  being  poured  on  the 
United  States,  realizing  that  only  an 
America  of  pure,  unalloyed  metal  will  be 
able  to  stand  up  against  these  acids  and 
that  no  test  of  metals  of  dscrimina- 
tion  or  segregation  will  stand  up  in  this 
testing  time.  This  is  the  moment  of 
truth  toward  which  we  have  been  march¬ 
ing  since  the  days  of  our  forefathers  who 
fought  at  the  bridge  at  Lexington  and 
Concord.  The  hour  of  decision  has  come. 
It  is  here  now.  The  days  that  you  can 
waste  are  gone.  Blows  must  be  struck 
now,  and  when  a  blow  is  struck  for  free¬ 
dom,  there  courses  through  the  chests 
and  hearts  a  joy  prophetic  from  East  to 
West,  and  slaves  wherever  they  cower 
feel  the  souls  within  them  climb. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  time  allotted  me  be  yielded  to  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  . 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

Thei’e  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Thomson]. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Thomson  of 
Wyoming  as  an  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  In  the  last 
clause  of  the  amendment  after  ‘‘any  person 
who”  strike  out  ‘‘is  under  the  age  of  19”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  "has  satisfactorily  com¬ 
pleted  high  school  or  has  reached  the  age 
of  19  years  and  is  under  the  age  of  20.” 

(Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  do  not  intend  to  review  the 
why  or  wherefore  but  I  well  appreciate 
the  advisability  and  desirability  of  an 
adequate  and  well-trained  Reserve  force. 

With  five  Thompsons  in  the  House,  I 
knew  that  eventually  there  would  be 
confusion.  Since  the  speech  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  I  have  had 
some  telegrams  congratulating  me  on  my 
opposition  to  the  bill.  I  think  I  should 
set  the  record  straight. 

I  intend  to  support  the  bill.  I  have 
doubts  as  to  several  features  of  the  bill. 
I  am  willing  to  accept  these  features  on 
faith.  This  amendment  is,  however,  as 
I  believe,  required  to  put  the  bill  in  ac¬ 
ceptable  form. 

The  bill  without  the  amendment 
provides: 

Any  person  who  Is  under  the  age  of  19 
years  and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  re¬ 
port  for  induction  under  this  act  may  be  en¬ 
listed  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training 
and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
8  years. 

The  theory  of  this  6-month  training 
program  as  I  have  heard  it  explained  is 
to  provide  for  a  voluntary  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram.  The  6-month  program  is  there¬ 
fore  made  so  attractive  as  to  encourage 
individuals  to  volunteer.  We  also  limit 
the  number  who  can  be  accepted.  I  am 
advised  that  selection  will  most  probably 
be  on  a  basis  of  first  come,  first  served. 


If  the  clause  just  read  is  retained  in 
the  bill  in  that  form,  the  Members  of  the 
House  are  placing  themselves  on  record 
as  encouraging  our  young  men  to  quit 
high  school  to  enter  the  program.  I  do 
not  believe  this  to  be  the  position  of  a 
majority  of  the  House  and  have  there¬ 
fore  submitted  the  amendment. 

The  tendency  in  our  States  is  to  re¬ 
quire  a  child  to  be  6  years  of  age  before 
he  can  enter  the  first  grade.  Such  a 
child  cannot  possibly  finish  high  school 
until  he  is  17%  years  of  age.  Most  will 
be  over  18.  Statistics  bear  this  out. 
The  vast  majority  are  over  18  before 
graduation,  and  a  substantial  portion  are 
over  19.  By  providing  that  a  person 
must  be  under  19  to  enlist  in  this  pro¬ 
gram,  we  are  saying  to  the  large  seg¬ 
ment  who  do  not  finish  high  school  until 
after  they  are  past  the  age  of  19,  “You 
must  quit  high  school  if  you  wish  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  attractive  program.”  By 
limiting  the  number  who  can  enter  the 
program,  we  are  encouraging  the  vast 
majority  who  are  over  18  before  they 
graduate  from  high  school  to  interrupt 
their  education. 

This  would  produce  a  very  bad  result. 
Experience  proves  the  vast  majority  who 
quit  high  school  to  enter  the  service  do 
not  go  back  to  school.  If  they  did  go 
back  I  believe  difficult  problems  would 
develop.  By  the  time  these  young  men 
return  to  school  at  the  beginning  of  the 
next  school  year,  they  would  be  a  year 
older.  They  would  have  been  absent  in 
the  Army,  and  to  a  large  extent  on  their 
own.  They  would  enter  school  with 
young  people  approximately  14  years  of 
age  who  are  just  beginning  high  school. 
This,  we  all  realize,  would  not  be  a  de¬ 
sirable  situation. 

This  amendment,  if  adopted,  would 
cause  the  section  to  read: 

Any  person  who  has  satisfactorily  com¬ 
pleted  high  school  or  has  reached  the  age  of 
19  years  and  who  is  under  the  age  of  20  years 
and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  report 
for  induction  under  this  act  may  be  enlisted 
to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years. 

This  would  mean  that  any  boy  could 
enter  the  program  after  his  graduation 
from  high  school.  If  he  quit  high  school 
for  other  reasons,  he  could  enlist  at  19. 
The  program  would  remain  open  to  him 
until  he  reached  20  years,  thus  prevent¬ 
ing  the  person  who  does  not  graduate 
until  19  from  being  precluded  without 
interrupting  his  high -school  education. 

The  only  arguments  I  have  heard 
against  my  proposed  amendment  are 
two.  The  first  is  that  the  boy  must  have 
his  parents  consent  if  he  enters  the  pro¬ 
gram  before  reaching  the  age  of  18  years. 
The  fact  is  that  unless  this  amendment 
is  adopted,  this  House  will  still  be  in  the 
position  of  encouraging  the  boy  to  seek 
his  parents  consent,  and  furthermore,  of 
encouraging  the  parents  to  give  their 
consent. 

The  second  argument  is  that  the  serv¬ 
ices  will  discourage  boys  from  enlisting 
before  they  have  finished  high  school. 
I  have  never  been  one  to  believe  that  any 
legislative  body  can  justify  poor  legisla¬ 
tion  on  the  hope  that  it  will  be  admin¬ 
istered  so  as  to  prevent  undesirable  re¬ 
sults.  By  adopting  this  amendment. 
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this  House  will  make  sure  that  our  youth 
are  encouraged  to  finish  high  school. 

Prom  my  experience  in  the  Army  and 
in  the  Reserve  program,  I  believe  that 
this  amendment  is  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  service  and  the  Reserve  program. 
By  the  6-month  program  provided  in  this 
act  we  expect  a  man  to  qualify  himself  as 
a  well -trained  reservist  with  only  6 
months’  active  duty,  followed  by  a 
2 -hour  drill  period  once  a  week.  Cer¬ 
tainly,  if  we  encourage  men  to  complete 
high  school  before  they  enter  this  pro¬ 
gram,  they  will  be  better  qualified  to 
assimilate  the  material  and  we  will  have 
better  Reserve  units.  I  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
consulted  with  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  consulted  with  the  staff. 
I  do  not  see  much  harm  in  this  amend¬ 
ment,  and  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  per¬ 
sonally,  we  are  willing  to  accept  the 
gentleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  express  my  appre¬ 
ciation  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
and  the  members  of  the  committee  for 
their  acceptance  of  this  amendment. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Madden 
yielded  the  time  allotted  to  him  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson].) 

(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  O’Hara 
of  Illinois  yielded  the  time  allotted  to 
him  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr, 
Dawson].) 

(Mr.  FORRESTER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
early  yesterday  afternoon  I  stood  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  and  said  that  I  had 
decided  to  support  this  pending  bill,  as 
brought  out  by  the  committee.  I  made 
that  statement,  believing  that  this  bill 
would  bolster  our  Reserve  forces  and  our 
defense,  and  that,  although  there  were 
things  in  the  bill  that  I  did  not  like,  I 
was  of  the  opinion  that  the  good  out¬ 
weighed  the  bad.  I  was  convinced  that 
no  politics  was  in  the  bill,  and  that  the 
committee  bill  reflected  the  committee’s 
desire  to  do  the  best  job  it  could  under 
the  circumstances  and  was  working  for 
America. 

Late  yesterday  afternoon  I  was  sur¬ 
prised  and  shocked  over  an  amendment 
that  this  House  accepted.  That  amend¬ 
ment  cut  the  heart  out  of  the  defense 
idea  and  theory  of  States  rights.  The 
thought  had  never  occurred  to  me  that 
this  House  would  consent,  or  think  of 
consenting,  to  the  depriving  of  the  gov¬ 
ernors’  powers  in  their  respective  States 
to  control  the  State  militia  or  National 
Guard,  but  the  House  did  that  very  thing. 

My  State  will  never  agree  to  surrender 
the  right  of  our  governor  to  control  the 
militia  and  National  Guard  willingly.  I 
doubt  that  the  people  of  the  other  47 
States  will  willingly  agree  to  any  such 
movement.  Anyway,  it  is  my  duty  and 
privilege,  as  one  of  my  State’s  servants, 
to  retain  that  right,  if  possible.  Free¬ 
dom  can,  and  has  been,  lost  through  leg- 
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islation  and  by  centralization  more  often 
than  on  the  battlefield. 

If  that  amendment  remains  in  the  bill, 
then  the  bill  becomes  one  that  I  have  not 
endorsed  and  will  not  endorse,  and  I  will 
vote  in  favor  of  recommittal,  and  if  the 
bill  is  not  recommitted  I  will  vote  against 
the  bill. 

I  assure  you,  however,  that  when  the 
exigencies  are  such  that  this  House 
wants  a  Reserve  bill  without  surrender 
of  States  rights,  I  can  be  counted  on  to 
support  that  kind  of  legislation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Bray], 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are 
confronted  with  the  proposition  of  leg¬ 
islating  from  the  floor  and  in  a  tech¬ 
nical  bill  such  as  this,  this  procedure  is 
very  impractical.  This  matter  was 
studied  by  the  committee  for  7  long- 
weeks,  practically  every  day  and  often 
2  sessions  a  day.  I  only  missed  1  of 
these  many  sessions.  I  want  a  good  bill. 
This  bill  is  already  defective,  but  this 
amendment  will  make  it  worse. 

Everyone  recognizes  that  the  National 
Guard  is  the  really  strong  operating  Re¬ 
serve  that  we  have  today.  It  is  not  per¬ 
fect,  but  it  is  good  and  getting  better. 

This  bill  provided  two  methods  where¬ 
by  a  person  could  become  a  member  of 
the  guard,  either  he  could  take  the  6 
months’  training  before  becoming  a 
members,  or  if  a  veteran,  he  could  vol¬ 
unteer  or  by  compulsion  become  a 
member.  There  is  great  doubt  that 
many  will  be  willing  to  take  the  6-month 
method.  This  amendment  before  us  pre¬ 
vents  the  assignment  of  veterans  by  the 
Army  into  the  National  Guard.  Today  a 
man  can  enlist  in  the  guard.  If  this 
bill  is  passed  he  must  take  6  months’ 
training  before  becoming  a  member  of 
the  guard.  So  this  amendment  will  fur¬ 
ther  cut  the  strength  of  the  National 
Guard. 

I  raised  the  question  of  this  bill  de¬ 
pleting  the  guard  time  after  time,  and 
the  head  of  the  National  Guard  Asso¬ 
ciation  met  with  us  for  many  hours  in 
regard  to  that  very  question.  In  order 
to  take  care  of  this  situation  the  propo¬ 
nents  of  this  bill  promised  that  the  Army 
would  give  the  guard  sufficient  men  to 
keep  the  units  up  to  strength. 

Two  days  ago  in  debate  on  this  bill, 
while  I  was  speaking,  I  stated  that  I  had 
serious  doubts  that  the  National  Guard 
could  get  sufficient  enlistments  if  the 
enlistees  were  forced  to  take  this  6 
months’  training;  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana,  the  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  stated  that  the  Army  would 
transfer  the  veterans  to  the  guard  to 
keep  up  their  strength.  This  amendment 
before  us  would  prevent  such  transfers. 

The  pending  amendment  takes  away 
that  opportunity.  I  am  against  this 
amendment  because  it  will  certainly  take 
away  any  opportunity  the  guard  has  to 
get  men  by  that  method. 

Before  this  matter  is  voted  on,  before 
the  committee  adopts  this  amendment 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  should 
go  into  consultation  with  officials  of  the 
National  Guard  and  the  National  Guard 
Association.  We  met  many  hours  on  this 
very  question.  Yet  today  here,  in  a  mo¬ 
ment,  we  are  changing  the  whole  plan. 


I  believe  I  understand  this  bill  as  well 
as  anyone  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  I 
do  not  know  how  this  is  going  to  affect 
the  guard,  but  I  know  it  will  affect  them 
adversely. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to 
him  to  Mr.  Bray.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  the  gentleman  has  made  a  very 
important  statement.  I  obtained  2  y2 
minutes  of  this  time  in  order  to  address 
a  question  to  the  chairman  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  ascer¬ 
tain  if  it  was  not  true  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  he  has  just  offered  here  would 
seriously  and  adversely  affect  the  Nation¬ 
al  Guard  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  it 
would  eliminate  assignments  into  the 
National  Guard,  which  would  then  have 
to  compete  for  men  that  it  could  not  pos¬ 
sibly  get  under  the  6-month-enlistment 
provision  in  the  bill  he  wants  to  put  over. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  would  now  settle  for  the  enact¬ 
ing  clause  in  this  bill  in  order  to  get 
something  over  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  do  not  want  to  com¬ 
ment  on  that  because  I  have  the  highest 
respect  and  regard  for  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  but  I  will  say  that  if  this 
bill  does  not  already  ruin  the  guard 
this  clause  certainly  will  give  it  the  final 
blow. 

Mr.  GROSS.  This  clause  certainly 
will  do  the  job. 

Mr.  BRAY.  This  matter  could  be 
recommitted  to  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  if  certain  people  outside  of 
the  Congress  would  stop  interfering  we 
could  work  out  a  good  Reserve  bill  that 
would  give  us  a  good  Reserve.  That  is 
something  I  have  been  interested  in  per¬ 
sonally  and  directly  since  I  was  18  years 
old. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Does  the  gentleman 
make  the  statement  that  the  Vinson 
amendment  ruins  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  certainly  do,  and  for 
this  reason:  First,  we  have  taken  away 
the  ordinary  method  of  enlistment  in 
the  guard.  It  has  been  a  job  to  keep 
the  guard  up  to  enlisted  strength.  We 
have  been  able  to  do  it  because  young 
men  were  willing  to  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard.  However,  this  bill  adds  6  months 
training  before  a  youth  can  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  National  Guard.  The  pro¬ 
ponents  of  the  bill  said  we  could  take 
care  of  that  by  the  Army’s  assigning 
members  to  the  guard.  How  can  they 
make  this  assignment  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  passed?  I  believe  it  needs  close 
study,  and  it  can  only  be  studied  in  com¬ 
mittee,  not  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  my  distin¬ 
guished  chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  know  that  the  only  thing  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  National  Guard  my  amend¬ 
ment  does  is  to  prohibit  involuntary  as¬ 
signment?  Does  he  not  also  know  it 


5657 

preserves  the  National  Guard  enlistment 
and  controls  just  as  they  are  today? 

Mr.  BRAY.  No,  that  is  not  the  case. 
It  does  exactly  the  opposite  of  that.  To¬ 
day  a  man  can  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard.  If  this  bill  becomes  law,  he  can¬ 
not  do  so.  Today  a  boy  between  18  and 
19  V2  can  go  down  and  enlist  in  the 
National  Guard,  but  under  this  bill  he 
cannot.  He  must  serve  6  months  before 
he  can  become  a  guardsman.  This  6 
months’  training  at  that  age  will  take  a 
year  out  of  his  life. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Is  it  not  true  the 
only  reason  the  National  Guard  gets  him 
in  is  because  the  captains  locally  go  out 
to  the  boys  and  sell  them  on  the  job  and 
get  them  in  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  BRAY.  The  way  it  is  done  today 
is  that  the  captains  in  the  National 
Guard  companies  or  batteries  go  into  the 
homes  and  the  schools  and  talk  to  the 
young  men,  and  they  sign  up.  If  you  pass 
this  bill  into  law,  that  will  not  be  pos¬ 
sible,  because  then  the  boy  will  have  to 
take  6  months’  training  before  he  can 
become  a  member  of  the  guard. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Maine  [Mr. 
Nelson], 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  issues  on  this  bill  have  been 
discussed  pretty  thoroughly.  I  asked 
for  this  time  just  to  ask  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  or  the  subcommittee  a 
couple  of  questions  in  the  hope  I  might 
be  able  to  clarify  the  matter. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Vinson 
amendment,  can  any  of  the  volunteers 
be  assigned  to  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bill,  as  amended,  will  per¬ 
mit  a  man  to  enlist  in  the  National  Guard 
under  the  6-month  plan.  He  would  not 
be  assigned  to  the  National  Guard.  He 
would  enlist  in  the  guard  under  the 
6-month  plan  and  be  trained. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  by  that  that  a  man  would  enlist 
for  6  months’  training  designating  the 
National  Guard  as  his  choice? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Does  the  Vinson 
amendment  restore  to  the  National 
Guard  the  incentive  to  people  to  enlist 
by  being  deferred  from  the  draft? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  does. 
It  still  preserves  the  guard  as  an  inde¬ 
pendent  organization  under  the  States, 
but  permits  the  individual  to  select  the 
guard,  if  he  wishes  to  enlist  in  it.  Then 
he  goes  into  service  operating  under  the 
6-month  training  plan,  if  he  enlists  in  it. 

Mr.  NELSON.  So  that  under  the  Vin¬ 
son  amendment,  anyone  who  enlists  in 
the  National  Guard  and  does  not  go  in 
under  this  plan  for  6  months’  training, 
does  not  get  any  deferment  from  the 
draft? 

Mi’.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  He  is  not 
draft  proof,  if  that  is  what  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  question  is. 

Mr.  NELSON.  In  other  words,  he  can 
be  called  up  at  any  time. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  No,  no. 
Under  the  6 -month  training  plan. 
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Mr.  NELSON.  I  Qualified  my  ques¬ 
tion,  if  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
•will  permit  me — I  said,  any  man  who  en¬ 
lists  in  the  National  Guard  not  under 
the  6-month  plan  is  subject  to  the  draft. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  take 
out  the  provisions  of  the  law  that  per¬ 
mit  the  guard  to  enlist  individuals  with¬ 
out  prior  training  and  protect  them  from 
the  draft. 

Mr.  NELSON.  So  that  the  only  way 
a  man  can  now  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard,  if  he  is  to  be  deferred  from  the 
draft,  is  to  go  in  under  the  6-month 
training  plan. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  He  can 
go  in  under  the  6 -month  plan  and  he 
would  be  deferred,  and  also  under  the 
2-year  plan  of  enlistment. 

Mr.  NELSON.  So  the  only  men  that 
the  National  Guard  can  get  is  if  a  man 
enlists  for  6  months’  training  designat¬ 
ing  the  National  Guard  as  his  choice? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Pius  any 
enlistments  under  the  2-year  plan,  which 
the  guard  now  has  available. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Rivers]. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  some 
of  you  may  have  heard,  I  am  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
I  have  not  spoken  on  this  bill  or  at¬ 
tempted  to  speak.  The  reason  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  Vinson  amendment  is  that  it 
attempts  to  save  what  is  left  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  I  do  not  know  whether 
you  are  impatient  with  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  To  those  of  you 
who  want  to  kill  this  bill,  I  say  I  am  not 
talking  to  you.  And  I  am  not  talking 
to  those  who  get  goose  bumps  when 
Adam  Clayton  Powell  gets  up  in  the 
well  of  the  House  and  makes  a  speech.  I 
am  not  talking  to  you  people.  I  am  ad¬ 
dressing  my  remarks  to  those  who  still 
believe  that  those  powers  which  are  not 
delegated  to  the  Central  Government 
were  retained  in  the  States.  That  is  my 
position.  Among  those  powers  was  the 
sanctity  of  the  National  Guard  and  the 
sovereignty  of  the  several  States.  That 
is  my  position,  for  which  I  do  not  apolo¬ 
gize.  I  have  not  tried  to  speak  here, 
and  what  I  say  will  pass  over  you  so  fast, 
it  will  make  your  head  swim,.  But  what 
you  do  here,  somebody  somewhere  is 
going  to  remember.  That  is  my  posi¬ 
tion.  What  have  the  National  Guards 
of  the  several  States  done  that  you 
should  do  this  to  them?  That  is  the 
question  I  pose  to  you.  Wherein  have 
they  been  unpatriotic?  I  know  the  ques¬ 
tion  has  been  put  to  you.  There  comes  a 
time  in  the  life  of  every  man  and  of  every 
nation  when  a  decision  must  be  made. 
That  is  the  question  I  ask  you  today. 
What  have  the  National  Guards  at  home 
done  that  you  want  to  gut  them  here 
today  under  the  guise  of  the  Powell 
amendment?  That  is  the  question  you 
have  to  resolve.  I  want  to  tell  you  here 
and  now,  the  National  Guard  was  here 
before  any  Member  of  this  Congress 
from  the  several  States.  You  do  not 
have  the  right,  I  submit  here,  to  sum¬ 
marily  pass  over  that  fine  outfit  and  un¬ 
der  the  guise  of  the  Powell  ultimatum 
strip  them  lock,  stock,  and  barrel  of 
their  sacred  mission.  What  about  a  dis¬ 


aster  in  your  State?  Does  the  Central 
Government  send  soldiers  to  your  States? 
They  cannot  do  that  and  they  do  not 
do  that.  The  National  Guard  serves 
many  missions  and  among  them  was 
service  in  the  last  war.  Wherein  was 
there  a  National  Guard  unit  more  highly 
decorated  than  the  Oklahoma  Guard, 
for  instance?  You  do  not  have  the  right 
here  and  now  to  do  this  to  the  National 
Guard.  The  Vinson  amendment  at¬ 
tempts  to  save  what  is  left  of  it.  You 
do  not  have  the  right  to  gut  and  hang, 
draw  and  quarter  what  is  left  of  that 
great  patriotic  organization  known  as 
the  National  Guard. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman 
from  Illinois  [Mrs.  Church]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  2V2  minutes. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
even  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Rivers]  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  admits  that  he  is  confused  about 
this  bill,  perhaps  there  will  be  justifi¬ 
able  sympathy  for  ire  when  I  say  that  I 
am  also  confused.  I  think  indeed  that 
95  percent  of  the  Members  present  are 
confused  about  the  details  or  the  actual 
plan  embodied  in  this  newly  presented 
amendment  on  which  we  are  about  to 
vote. 

I  would  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  however,  that  I  am  one 
of  those  who  always  listens  attentively 
and  with  respect  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  and  to  his  proposed  amend¬ 
ments.  I  think  indeed  that  the  fact 
that  this  Member  was  able  to  rise  at 
Bandung  and  proclaim  that  although 
his  grandparents  were  slaves,  he  him¬ 
self  has  risen  to  be  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress,  is  something  glorious  to  think 
about.  This  equality  of  opportunity,  so 
uniquely  American,  is  one  of  our  great¬ 
est  national  assets. 

I  have  just  two  points  to  make.  I  do 
not  know — nor  does  anyone  else — exact¬ 
ly  what  the  Vinson  amendment  will  do, 
but  I  know  very  well  what  the  126  people 
in  the  Committee,  of  which  I  was  one, 
who  voted  yesterday  for  the  Powell 
amendment,  meant  to  do.  They  meant 
to  say  to  this  country  and  to  the  world 
that  the  freedom  we  talk  about,  the 
freedom  we  are  spending  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars  over  the  world  to  uphold,  the  free¬ 
dom  we  are  now  enjoying  in  our  way 
of  life,  the  freedom  which  you  say  we 
must  now  protect  by  inducting  into  8 
years  of  military  service  the  whole  youth 
of  this  country — that  such  freedom  is 
real  and  not  just  on  paper;  and  that 
such  freedom  permits  no  second-class 
citizenship.  That  is  what  the  Powell 
amendment  says  to  the  House. 

I  would  like  to  add  in  the  2V2  min¬ 
utes  allotted  to  me  that  I  have  little  re¬ 
gard  for  the  effort  to  force  a  decision  on 
legislation,  in  the  midst  of  such  confu¬ 
sion.  Perhaps  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
to  recommit  this  bill  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  get  necessary 
protection  for  the  National  Guard  at 
the  same  time  that  we  are  still  insisting 
on  American  principles.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  would  want  no  weakening, 
through  legislation  or  otherwise,  of  our 
National  Guard. 
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I  am  not  moved  by  the  argument  that 
it  is  so  necessary  to  get  a  bill  out  today 
that  to  do  it  we  must  give  up  everything 
we  stand  for,  waive  our  principles,  deny 
our  beliefs.  No  legislation  in  the  world 
is  that  important,  and  no  plan  can  ever 
succeed  if  in  its  purpose  and  entity  it 
denies  the  basic  principles  that  underlie 
the  life,  the  happiness,  and  the  safety 
of  every  single  person  in  this  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Utah  [Mr.  Dixon]  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  DIXON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DIXON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked 
for  time  to  support  the  Thomson  amend¬ 
ment.  I  just  want  to  thank  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  including  this  amendment  in 
their  recommendations. 

If  the  bill  is  recommitted  I  hope  this 
amendment  will  be  included  also.  This 
amendment  encourages  every  American 
youth  to  take  advantage  of  his  birthright 
and  that  is  the  right  to  finish  high 
school.  It  embodies  the  policy  and  exact 
idea  which  I  proposed  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  Tuesday.  I  like  Herbert  Hoover’s 
statement  that  “the  United  States  has 
only  one-sixth  of  the  population  of 
America,  yet  we  have  40  percent  of  the 
college  graduates.  Therein  lies  Amer¬ 
ica’s  might,  and  let  no  one,  Delilahlike, 
shear  us  of  that  strength.” 

At  the  outset  let  me  state  that  I  shall 
vote  for  H.  R.  5297  because  it  is  a  real 
contribution  to  our  military  program. 
The  amendment  of  my  colleague  from 
Wyoming  will  make  the  bill  still  stronger. 

The  offer  of  6  months’  active  service 
instead  of  the  present  provision  of  2 
years  to  the  boy  who  enlists  will  be  very 
attractive  and  according  to  America’s 
high-school  principals,  there  will  be  a 
rush  into  it.  They  favor  encouraging  all 
high-school  graduates  to  enter  the  pro¬ 
gram,  but  they  oppose  the  provision 
which  induces  boys  who  have  not  gradu¬ 
ated  to  interrupt  their  education  to 
enlist. 

The  Thomson  amendment  provides 
that  a  high-school  graduate  may  enlist 
at  any  time  between  17  years  and  20 
years  of  age,  but  a  non-high-school 
graduate  must  wait  until  he  is  19  years 
of  age  to  enlist. 

Under  II.  R.  5297  any  boy  over  17  may 
enlist  provided  the  quota  of  100  million 
to  250  million  has  not  been  filled.  There 
will  be  660,000  boys  graduate  from  high 
school  this  year,  only  7  percent  of  whom 
are  under  17  years  of  age,  and  30  per¬ 
cent  are  under  18  years  of  age.  This 
means  that  70  percent  would  have  been 
eligible  to  enlist  before  they  had  com¬ 
pleted  high  school. ' 

Now  suppose  one  of  these  17-year-old 
boys  who  has  not  completed  high  school 
enlists  this  .June.  His  6  months  stint 
will  be  finished  in  December.  If  he  lives 
in  a  metropolitan  area  possibly  he  could 
enter  high  school  at  midyear,  but  in  most 
areas  there  is  no  midyear  entering  class, 
and  no  midyear  graduation  classes. 
This  boy  would  then  have  to  go  to  work 
or  loaf  until  fall.  If  he  goes  to  work, 
which  is  likely,  the  chances  are  that  he 
will  stay  at  his  work  and  become  obli¬ 
gated  for  a  car,  and  will  not  return  to 
school. 
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A  representative  of  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  told  me  yesterday  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  will  make  it  a  policy 
to  discourage  all  men  from  enlisting  in 
the  Reserve,  which  enlistment  would  in¬ 
terrupt  their  high-school  work. 

Furthermore,  I  was  told  that  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  wants  the  boys  to 
complete  high  school  before  entering  the 
sendee.  The  Defense  Department,  how¬ 
ever,  will  accept  the  boys  for  enlistment 
if  H.  R.  5297  is  passed,  other  things  be¬ 
ing  equal,  in  the  order  of  the  date  of 
their  application. 

According  to  the  representative,  the 
Defense  Department  will  counsel  non- 
high-school  graduates  to  wait  until  they 
have  graduated.  If  that  is  their  policy, 
which  is  a  commendable  policy,  why  not 
put  that  policy  into  effect  by  supporting 
the  Thomson  amendment?  If  the 
Thomson  amendment  prevails  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  will  not  be  faced  with 
the  embarrassing  situation  of  advising 
boys  against  enlisting  when  the  Reserve 
plan  itself  offers  them  such  inducement 
to  enlist. 

Again  it  is  said  that  non-high-school 
i  graduates  over  17  will  be  deterred  from 
enlisting  because  they  will  be  required 
to  receive  their  parents  consent.  I  do 
not  think  so  much  of  this  argument  be¬ 
cause  parents  have  their  problems  just 
the  same  as  do  Congressmen.  If  Con¬ 
gress  through  the  national  Reserve  plan 
holds  out  such  a  strong  inducement  to 
non-high-school  graduates  to  enlist. 
Congress  will  be  placing  all  parents  who 
have  educational  plans  for  their  boys  in 
a  most  embarrassing  position.  After  a 
parent  has  ingrained  patriotism,  as  all 
good  parents  will  do,  it  is  difficult  to  say 
“No”  to  their  boy  when  he  wants  to 
enlist,  especially  if  the  boy  proved  to 
the  parent  that  at  a  particular  time  he 
will  be  accepted  while  if  he  waits  the 
quota  will  be  filled,  and  he  will  not  be 
accepted,  and  as  a  consequence  will  have 
to  serve  2  years  instead  of  6  months. 

A  democracy  is  characterized  quite 
largely  by  the  fact  that  those  who  rule 
are  sentitive  to  the  feelings  and  needs 
of  those  who  obey.  I  was  the  first  one 
to  advocate  on  the  floor  of  the  House  the 
idea  embodied  in  the  Thomson  amend¬ 
ment.  In  my  opinion  it  is  our  obligation 
to  support  the  Thomson  amendment. 

First,  because  I  think  it  will  prevent 
the  disruption  of  the  educational  career 
of  the  majority  of  our  high-school  boys; 

Second,  it  will  prevent  the  parents 
from  being  placed  in  an  embarrassing 
position; 

Third,  it  will  strengthen  the  Armed 
Forces  by  providing  them  with  more 
high-school  graduates; 

Fourth,  it  will  induce  the  boys  to  com¬ 
plete  their  high  school  in  order  to  be 
eligible  to  enlist  rather  than  offer  a 
premium  to  the  boy  who  quits  high 
school  before  graduation; 

Fifth,  it  will  secure  the  unqualified 
support  of  all  of  the  high-school  princi¬ 
pals  in  America,  whereas  the  unamended 
bill  will  be  only  reluctantly  accepted,  if 
not  violently  opposed. 

In  conclusion,  Herbert  Hoover  struck 
the  keynote  of  America’s  power  when  he 
said; 


The  United  States  has  only  one-sixth  of 
the  world’s  population;  yet  the  United  States 
has  40  percent  of  all  the  college  graduates. 
Therein  lies  America’s  strength.  Let  no  man 
sheaf  her  Delilah-like  this  strength. 

I  am  for  a  strong  America.  I  am  of 
the  opinion  that  H.  R.  5297  is  a  splendid 
measure  and  shall  support  it  under  any 
circumstances,  but  that  section  which 
permits  17-year-old  non-high-school 
graduates  to  enlist  will  shear  us  of  some 
of  our  power. 

It  should  be  amended  to  hold  them  in 
school  until  they  have  completed  their 
high-school  education. 

(Mr.  RADWAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  RADWAN’S  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Johnson], 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  rather 
unfortunate  that  whenever  we  inject  a 
racial  issue  into  our  proceedings  it  gen¬ 
erates  a  great  deal  of  heat.  Honestly 
and  frankly,  I  have  no  feeling  against 
any  human  being,  no  matter  what  his 
color  or  origin  may  be.  Perhaps  that 
is  something  not  to  be  bragged  about, 
and  it  is  not  said  to  make  people  believe 
that  I  am  more  solicitous  of  the  under¬ 
dog  than  others.  However,  I  lived,  as  a 
boy  and  I  live  now  in  a  community  where 
there  exists  none  of  that  kind  of  feeling. 
We  mingle  with  Chinese,  Negroes,  and 
others  of  varying  colors  and  races  and 
get  along  with  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been  stated  here 
several  times  that  the  National  Guard 
will  be  ruined  if  this  bill  is  enacted  into 
law.  But  nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  truth.  General  Walsh,  Director  of 
the  National  Guard  Association  in 
Washington,  agrees  to  this  bill  and 
agrees  to  the  longer  training  period  be¬ 
yond  the  4-months’  period,  8  months  in 
all.  The  adjutant  general  of  the  State 
of  California,  General  Jones,  wired  me 
that  he  wants  this  bill  passed.  The 
chief  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  was  present  at  our 
hearings  and  agreed  that  this  bill  is  a 
good  one. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  must  be  realized  that 
in  a  bill  that  is  as  complicated  as  this 
one  there  are  bound  to  be  differences  of 
opinion.  I  think  we  have  found  the 
middle  ground  which  will  result  in  our 
having  a  very  strong  Reserve  system 
There  was  no  acrimony  in  our  subcom¬ 
mittee.  We  talked  these  matters  over 
frankly  and  we  tried  to  arrive  at  what 
would  be  the  best  kind  of  a  bill  to  re¬ 
port.  That  resulted  in  the  bill  that  we 
bring  to  you  today.  Most  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  have  had  experience  in  war¬ 
fare,  too,  so  they  know  what  they  are 
talking  about  when  the  subject  of  na¬ 
tional  defense  is  being  discussed.  We 


believe  that  this  bill  is  the  best  we  could 
get  under  the  circumstances. 

If  this  bill  is  recommitted,  perhaps 
the  committee  may  improve  it.  I  do 
not  know  about  that,  but  I  rather  doubt 
it.  There  are  so  many  and  diverse  opin¬ 
ions  that  unanimity  of  opinion  could 
not  be  secured  on  any  one  issue.  I 
should  like  to  repeat  that  this  bill  does 
not  by  any  manner  or  means  ruin  or 
injure  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  LMr. 
Dawson]  . 

(Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  I  have  always  been  for  it.  In 
World  War  I  replacements  were  sent  up 
to  the  front  lines  consisting  of  young 
boys  who  had  been  called  to  duty  from 
civilian  life,  boys  who  had  not  even  had 
practice  on  the  rifle  range.  It  was 
criminal.  We  should  learn  a  lesson  from 
that  experience. 

Mr.  Chairman,  living  in  a  troubled 
world  as  we  do  today  we  would  not  be 
smart  if  we  did  not  prepare  ourselves 
to  meet  any  emergency.  I  wish  that  I 
possessed  the  eloquence  of  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Illinois  who  addressed  you 
just  a  few  moments  ago  so  that  I  might 
call  your  attention  to  the  real  issues  at 
stake  here. 

On  yesterday  you  did  the  American 
thing.  You  did  the  big  thing.  You  re¬ 
fused  to  recognize  second-class  citizen¬ 
ship  in  that  military  establishment,  and 
today  my  distinguished  friend,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson], 
whom  I  love,  tells  you  frankly  that  the 
purpose  of  his  amendment  is  to  do  away 
with  the  Powell  amendments  of  yester¬ 
day,  which  did  not  keep  any  governor 
from  having  a  National  Guard  but  pre¬ 
scribed  that  there  should  not  be  segre¬ 
gation  in  the  National  Guard.  Why 
should  there  be?  Why  should  not  a 
black  boy  join  the  National  Guard  in 
any  State?  When  are  you  going  to  stop 
distinguishing  between  citizens  first 
class  and  citizens  second  class?  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  place  to  begin  to  remove  that 
distinction,  and  to  make  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  that  some  have  talked  of  here  to¬ 
day  a  real  thing,  a  living  thing,  is  right 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Congress.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  Vinson  amendment  should  be 
defeated.  It  should  be  defeated  for  the 
very  reason  he  gave  why  he  introduced 
it,  and  that  was  to  do  away  with  the 
effect  of  the  Powell  amendments. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  am  al¬ 
ways  glad  to  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  reason  I  offered  it 
was  prompted  by  the  first  utterance  of 
the  gentleman  from  Now  York  in  which 
he  was  complaining  about  the  language. 
He  said  this: 

I  am  loath  to  Introduce  these  amend¬ 
ments,  but  it  so  happens  that  on  page  3 
of  this  bill  there  has  been  written  in  some 
language  from  line  4  to  line  12  which  com¬ 
pels  me  to  do  so. 


No.  83 


9 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


56G0 

Now,  I  have  sought  to  take  that  lan¬ 
guage  out,  and  the  taking  out  of  the 
language  is  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York. 
Therefore,  there  is  no  necessity  for  his 
amendments. 

Mr.  DAWSON  of  Illinois.  I  appreciate 
the  words  of  my  distinguished  friend, 
but  he  misinterprets  the  opening  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York.  I,  too,  am  loath  to  ever  have  to 
stand  in  the  well  of  this  House  and  ever 
raise  a  question  of  discrimination  be¬ 
tween  American  citizens  because  of  race, 
because  it  should  not  be  done  here.  But, 
whenever  the  occasion  arises  to  do  it, 
then  those  who  feel  it  most  keenly,  those 
who  do  it  have  to  do  it  because  of  the 
consciences  within  them  and  the  patri¬ 
otism  within  them  as  they  rise  to  answer. 
Otherwise  they  would  remain  silent. 

Now,  there  is  no  question  about  what 
is  sought  to  be  done  here.  There  is  no 
question  about  why  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment  is  introduced  here  today.  The 
Vinson  amendment  is  introduced  here 
today  to  do  but  one  thing,  and  he  stated 
it,  as  I  said  in  the  beginning,  to  undo 
what  you  did  yesterday.  What  has  oc¬ 
curred  since  yesterday  that  you  have 
changed  your  mind?  Yesterday  you 
passed  certain  amendments,  and  in  or¬ 
der  to  do  away  with  your  action  of  yes¬ 
terday,  you  have  this  hurried  provision 
which  is  brought  here  today.  Who  dic¬ 
tated  it?  Did  the  Pentagon  dictate  it? 
Since  when  are  the  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  bound  by  the  dictation  of  the  Pen¬ 
tagon?  Why,  that  is  a  prerogative  we, 
the  Congress,  occupy  in  this  Nation  in 
the  scheme  of  things.  We  are  a  check 
on  the  executive  departments  when  they 
go  beyond  their  boundaries  where  the 
rights  of  people  are  concerned.  I  am 
asking  you  to  do  the  decent  thing  to¬ 
day.  I  am  asking  you  in  the  light  of  the 
spirit  that  prompted  you  yesterday,  I 
am  asking  you  in  the  light  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution  that  you  have  sworn  to  up¬ 
hold,  to  defeat  the  Vinson  amendment. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  the  motion,  as  follows : 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan  moves  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  hill 
back  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  hear  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  intends  to  meet  with 
top  officials  of  other  nations,  including 
those  who  represent  Communist  Russia. 
If  the  President  can  do  that — and  I  know 
of  no  objection,  if  the  interests  of  our 
Nation  are  safeguarded — I  know  of  no 
reason  why  the  Members  of  the  House 
should  not  try  to  get  together,  talk  over 
their  differences,  and  if  we  are  to  have  a 
bill  similar  to  the  one  which  was  intro¬ 
duced,  bring  out  a  Powell-Vinson  bill. 

It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  there  is  a 
wide  divergence  of  opinion  here  as  to 
what  should  go  into  this  bill.  That  old 
theory  that  a  bill  brought  out  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  cannot  be 
improved  upon  has  been  disproved  by  the 
fact  that  today  we  have  the  Vinson 


amendment,  which  I  assume  is  intended 
to  at  least  modify  the  Powell  amend¬ 
ments  which  we  adopted  yesterday,  and 
if  possible  make  it  acceptable  to  the 
States  rights  advocates.  Apparently — 
and,  of  course,  I  can  only  judge  by  what 
I  hear  and  see — apparently  the  Vinson 
amendment  will  be  voted  down.  It  is  my 
understanding — I  did  not  eavesdrop,  but 
I  heard  this,  sitting  in  the  House,  that  if 
the  Vinson  amendment  is  voted  down 
and  the  Powell  amendments  stay  in  the 
bill,  then  the  Committee  will  be  asked  to 
rise  and  postpone  action. 

This  bill  has  been  before  us  for  3  days. 
It  was  long  in  the  committee.  Some 
know  it  is  not  what  it  seems  to  be.  Some 
are  sure  a  bill  will  not  come  out  of  com¬ 
mittee  unless  it  carries  the  foundation 
of  UMT  as  desired  by  the  Army. 

The  gentleman  who  opposed  the  bill 
most  vigorously,  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Short],  had  to  leave  on 
other  business;  he  had  made  a  prior 
commitment.  He  relied  upon  statements 
of  the  leadership  that  the  bill  would  be 
disposed  of  yesterday.  But  as  we  are  in 
such  wide  disagreement,  why  should  not 
the  Committee  rise  now,  strike  out  the 
enacting  clause,  let  the  bill  go  back  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  where 
perhaps  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Powell],  and  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  can  get  together 
and  bring  in  a  bill  which  will  protect  the 
well-being  of  our  future  taxpayers  and 
the  Nation  which  a  majority  may  sup¬ 
port?  Why  is  not  that  a  sensible,  prac¬ 
tical  way  of  handling  this  situation?  It 
seems  to  me  that  is  the  obvious  thing  to 
do.  The  Vinson  amendment  apparently 
will  be  rejected,  the  Powell  amendment 
is  in  the  bill,  and  will  today  remain  there. 
There  are  sufficient  votes  to  kill  the  bill 
as  it  is  now  written. 

In  order  to  save  time — get  a  bill  which 
will  receive  the  approval  of  the  House. 

If  this  motion  to  rise  and  strike  the 
enacting  clause  is  voted  down  my  opin¬ 
ion  is  that  the  Vinson  amendment  will 
be  voted  down,  and  then  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  will  make  a 
motion  that  the  Committee  rise.  That 
motion  prevailing,  as  it  probably  will, 
consideration  of  the  measure  will  prob¬ 
ably  be  postponed  indefinitely  and 
until  pressure  has  secured  the  votes  nec¬ 
essary  to  give  the  Pentagon  what  it  de¬ 
sires — regardless  of  the  wishes  of  our 
constituents. 

Why  not  take  the  obvious,  construc¬ 
tive,  short  way? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  state  that 
I  regret  to  find  myself  in  disagreement 
with  the  Congresswoman  from  Illinois 
[Mrs.  Chtjrch]  in  her  recommendation 
that  this  bill  be  recommitted.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  has  spent 
hours,  days,  and  weeks  on  this  bill. 
There  is  not  any  question  that  we  need 
an  alert  Reserve  Corps  in  our  national 
defense  setup.  We  need  a  program  to 
build  up  the  Reserve  Corps.  Regardless 
of  what  your  opinion  may  be  on  the 
Powell  amendment  or  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment,  I  sincerely  hope  that  you  have  the 
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courage  of  your  convictions  to  stand  up 
and  vote  one  way  or  the  other  and  meet 
this  issue  at  this  time  so  that  this  pro¬ 
posed  national  Reserve  legislation  can 
be  considered. 

I  know  you  have  all  heard  from  the 
folks  back  home,  pro  and  con,  for  and 
against.  Many  of  you  are  trying  to  find 
a  way  out  and  the  way  out,  I  fully  real¬ 
ize,  would  be  to  recommit  the  bill  so  that 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  take  a  posi¬ 
tion  on  this  legislation.  You  are  all 
anxious  for  some  development  which  will 
relieve  you  from  taking  a  definite  stand 
one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want  to 
commend  the  gentleman  for  his  remarks. 
I  want  to  advise  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  that  the  Reserves  need  some 
legislative  help  and  need  it  badly.  If 
the  House  wants  to  shirk  its  responsibil¬ 
ity  and  let  our  guards  down,  it  is  up  to 
them. 

Mi-.  GAVTN.  Why,  certainly.  What 
are  we  going  to  do?  If  we  do  not  build 
up  the  Reserve  Corps  and  we  are  sud¬ 
denly  catapulted  into  another  emer¬ 
gency,  then  we  are  going  to  ask  that  the 
boys  who  did  the  combat  fighting  in 
World  War  II  and  the  boys  who  did  the 
combat  fighting  in  Korea  be  called  back 
again,  to  move  in  and  take  over  another 
job.  They  should  be  relieved  of  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  and  the  national  Reserve 
Corps  be  built  up  into  an  alert,  hard  hit¬ 
ting,  well-trained  Reserve  to  meet  any 
demands  if  an  emergency  should  arise. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  question  before  the 
House  is  whether  to  strike  out  the  en¬ 
acting  clause.  That  is  not  the  question 
the  gentleman  is  discussing. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  It  will  produce  the  same 
result.  You  will  reach  the  same  objec¬ 
tive.  It  may  be  a  different  technique, 
but  the  results  will  be  the  same. 

If  the  motion  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  carries,  that  would  kill 
the  bill.  It  would  have  to  be  recon¬ 
sidered  by  the  committee;  and  com¬ 
pletely  new  legislation  from  the  begin¬ 
ning  would  have  to  be  considered  by  the 
committee. 

The  committee  would  have  to  start  all 
over  again.  And  many  are  hoping  that 
it  will  never  see  daylight  again  because 
of  the  fact  you  do  not  wish  to  take  a 
position  on  this  legislation  because  of 
the  thinking  of  the  folks  back  home. 
You  are  trying  to  find  a  way  out,  so  that 
you  can  reconcile  your  conscience  and 
are  hoping  that  no  action  will  be  taken 
on  this  bill  today. 

It  would  be  a  grave  mistake  to  send 
this  bill  back  to  the  committee.  With 
the  critical  and  chaotic  conditions  in  the 
world  today  it  would  be  a  grave  mistake 
to  recommit  it.  I  say  now  is  the  time 
to  have  the  courage  of  your  convictions, 
to  stand  on  principle  and  vote  your  con¬ 
victions.  You  are  going  to  be  given  the 
opportunity  to  be  so  recorded,  as  to 
whether  you  are  for  a  Reserve  bill  or 
you  are  against  a  Reserve  bill.  If 
this  bill  is  passed  today  it  will  go  to 
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conference.  If  it  goes  to  conference  be¬ 
tween  the  House  and  Senate  the  differ¬ 
ences  may  be  ironed  out,  and  in  any 
event  you  would  be  given  another  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  vote  on  it  before  any  final  action 
is  taken  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  gladly  yield  to  my  very 
good  and  able  friend,  who  has  spent 
hours  on  this  proposed  legislation. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  It  might  be  well  to 
state  again,  what  was  mentioned  during 
debate  yesterday,  that  as  a  subcommittee 
we  sat  for  8  weeks,  morning,  afternoon, 
and  evening,  listening  to  115  witnesses, 
who  filled  2,500  printed  pages  with  testi¬ 
mony.  The  subcommittee  chairman 
asked  those  present,  “Does  anyone  pres¬ 
ent  wish  to  make  a  statement?”  And 
no  one  accepted  the  offer.  In  addition, 
the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  came 
to  the  floor  of  the  House  and  invited  in¬ 
terested  Members  to  appear  before  our 
committee  and  only  2  or  3  Members  ap¬ 
peared. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Not  alone  any  Member 
of  the  House  but  any  organization  that 
desired  to  be  heard  was  given  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  present  their  views  when  the 
bill  was  under  consideration. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Let  me 
remind  the  House,  too,  that  practically 
every  patriotic  organization  of  any  con¬ 
sequence  has  come  before  the  committee 
and  endorsed  this  bill.  Every  one  of  the 
military  Reserve  organizations  has  en¬ 
dorsed  the  bill.  The  American  Legion 
has  endorsed  the  bill.  So  many  other 
organizations  have  endorsed  the  bill  that 
you  could  not  count  them  here  in  the 
limited  time  the  gentleman  has. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  What  you  are  trying  to 
do  here  today  is  to  find  a  way  out,  to 
relieve  yourselves  of  the  responsibility  of 
taking  a  position.  Therefore,  I  sincerely 
hope  there  will  be  no  further  attempts  to 
recommit  the  bill. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mi'.  Chairman,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  May  I  just  correct 
the  Record  to  show  that  I  did  appear 
before  the  subcommittee  and  the  printed 
report  of  the  committee  will  so  show. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
does  not  state  a  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Hoffman]  that  the  enacting  clause  be 
stricken  out. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Diggs! . 

Mr.  DIGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  cer¬ 
tainly  take  no  pleasure  in  airing  here  on 
the  floor  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  the  discrepancies  which  exist  be¬ 
tween  what  we  preach  and  what  we  prac¬ 
tice  in  this  great  country  of  ours.  Such 
discussions  give  comfort  to  the  enemies 
of  democracy  and  alienate  many  of  our 
present  and  potential  friends.  History 
has  proven,  however,  that  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  intergroup  relationships  and 
recognition  of  the  equality  of  all  men 


has  been  principally  fostered  by  the 
periodic  enactment  of  legislative  man¬ 
dates. 

We  have  arrived  at  such  a  period  to¬ 
day  as  we  stand  on  the  threshold  of  a 
basic  change  in  our  National  Guard  and 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  system.  It  is 
appropriate,  therefore,  that  we  give 
favorable  consideration  to  the  proposal 
of  my  distinguished  colleague  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Powell]  that  segregation  and 
discrimination  in  said  units  be  elimi¬ 
nated.  Involved  in  this  deliberation  is 
not  only  the  moral  issue  of  human  equal¬ 
ity  as  exemplified  in  the  Constitution 
and  the  Ten  Commandments,  but  the 
practical  issue  of  winning  the  war  for  the 
minds  of  men. 

The  matter  which  has  culminated  be¬ 
fore  us  today  represents  the  last  stage 
in  the  long  historical  struggle  for  inte¬ 
gration  in  the  armed  services.  I  know 
of  no  better  description  of  this  prob¬ 
lem  than  that  which  appeared  in  a  recent 
series  of  articles  in  the  Pittsburgh 
Courier,  one  of  America’s  leading  weekly 
newspapers,  which  pointed  out  dramati¬ 
cally  the  partnership  in  prejudice  which 
exists  between  the  Federal  Government 
and  the  National  Guard  and  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  units.  These  articles, 
which  were  written  by  the  able  corre¬ 
spondent,  A.  M.  Rivera,  Jr.,  state  that 
the  National  Guard  is  the  South’s  ace 
in  the  hole  to  defeat  the  effect  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court’s  order  to 
banish  racial  segregation  in  education, 
as  reflected  in  ex-Governor  Talmadge’s, 
of  Georgia,  threatened  such  use  of 
troops.  We  have  just  passed  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  for  the  Defense  Department, 
which  calls  for  the  allocation  of  huge 
sums  of  Federal  money  to  support  the 
National  Guard,  even  though  in  the 
South,  where  two-thirds  of  the  Nation’s 
15  million  Negroes  live,  the  guard  will 
remain  lily  white  by  law  and  custom. 

A  typical  southern  State,  the  article 
points  out,  is  North  Carolina,  where  Ne¬ 
groes  are  denied  training  and  member¬ 
ship  in  the  guard  by  a  1917  State  statute, 
which  reads: 

The  white  and  colored  militia  shall  be  sep¬ 
arately  enrolled,  and  shall  never  be  compelled 
to  serve  in  the  same  organization.  No  or¬ 
ganization  of  colored  troops  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  where  white  troops  are  available,  and 
while  permitted  to  be  organized,  colored 
troops  shall  be  under  command  of  white 
officers. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1954,  13  southern 
States,  which  deliberately  and  systemat¬ 
ically  exclude  Negroes  from  the  National 
Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  re¬ 
ceived  $10,749,231.38  directly  appropri¬ 
ated  from  the  Federal  Government  for 
the  operation  of  the  National  Guard  and 
Air  National  Guard.  These  States  par¬ 
ticipated  and  received  benefits  in  an¬ 
other  $25  million  which  was  not  appro¬ 
priated  as  to  States. 

The  article  further  points  out  that — 

The  denial  of  Negroes  means  much  more 
than  a  chance  to  parade  down  main  street 
whistling  Dixie  with  a  group  of  white  lads. 
The  denial  means: 

(1)  The  loss  of  an  opportunity  to  choose 
from  a  list  of  450  technical  courses;  (2)  the 
loss  of  a  chance  to  learn  many  new  skills; 
(3)  young  men  of  draft  age  are  denied  a 
chance  to  start  their  military  training  while 
they  are  still  going  to  school  and  living  at 


home;  (4)  they  lose  the  opportunity  to  earn 
extra  income  while  training  with  the  guard; 

(5)  the  rejection  of  Negro  veterans  with  Re¬ 
serve  obligations  means  that  they  must  serve 
the  required  full  Reserve  status,  while  white 
veterans  may  cut  this  time  by  as  much  as 
2  years  by  serving  in  the  National  Guard;  and 

(6)  Negroes  lose  valuable  retirement  benefits. 

The  most  significant  loss  appears  to  be  the 

denial  of  unlimited  educational  opportuni¬ 
ties  to  Negroes.  According  to  the  recruiting 
literature  of  the  service,  guardsmen  are  privi¬ 
leged  to  attend  Regular  Army  and  Air  Force 
technical  schools  with  pay.  Many  of  the  450 
technical  courses  may  be  taken  through  cor¬ 
respondence.  These  courses  can  mean  a  bet¬ 
ter  job  with  better  pay  in  civilian  life  be¬ 
cause  they  increase  technical  skills  and  earn¬ 
ing  power.  They  cover  a  wide  variety  of 
fields,  from  personnel  administration  to  ra¬ 
dio,  radar,  and  motor  mechanics.  Guards¬ 
men  pay  no  tuition  and  earn  while  they 
learn. 

The  denial  of  a  chance  to  qualify  for 
these  technical  courses  penalizes  the  re¬ 
gion  which  needs  most  to  upgrade  all  of 
its  human  resources  and  points  up  the 
high  cost  of  segregation  to  the  Nation. 

In  view  of  all  these  facts,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  strongly  urge  the  members  of  the 
Committee  to  reject  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  Mr.  Vin¬ 
son,  of  Georgia,  which,  by  his  own  admis¬ 
sion,  is  designed  to  preserve  one  of  the 
most  flagrantly  undemocratic  practices 
in  America. 

(Mr.  DIGGS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Davis], 

(Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  yield  the  time  allot¬ 
ted  to  him  to  Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Dodd], 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for 
this  time  in  order  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  am 
not  clear  about  this  amendment.  One 
thing  I  want  to  be  more  clear  about, 
entirely  clear,  is  this:  Does  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  any  respect  affect  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bow]  that  was  carried  yesterday? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  No,  it  in¬ 
cludes  it.  It  is  reproduced  in  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks]  to  close  debate. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  it  might  be  well  in 
the  closing  moments  of  this  debate  to 
go  back  to  the  fundamental  matter  to 
be  voted  upon  here  in  a  few  minutes. 
When  my  colleague  from  New  York  in¬ 
troduced  his  2  amendments  yesterday, 
or  perhaps  the  1  amendment  in  2  parts, 
as  has  been  said  here  already,  he  be¬ 
gan  his  remarks  by  referring  to  certain 
objectionable  words  in  the  bill  now  be¬ 
fore  you.  Those  objectionable  words 
are  shown  on  page  3  beginning  at  line  4 
of  the  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  of  which  you  have 
a  copy.  The  objectionable  part  of  the 
bill  to  which  he  referred  begins  with 
the  statement: 

When  recruitment  efforts  by  the  several 
States  procure  less  than  the  necessary  num- 
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bers  and  quality  of  volunteer  personnel,  and 
upon  request  or  approval  of  the  Governor 
or  other  appropriate  authority  of  a  State, 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  such  a 
person  may  be  transferred  to  the  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of  such 
State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  sec¬ 
tion  6  (c)  (2)  (A). 

When  I  studied  his  remarks  after  the 
conclusion  of  our  debate  yesterday  and 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  I  made 
up  my  mind  that  what  he  had  in  mind 
was  that  this  part  of  the  bill  which  per¬ 
mitted  the  Federal  Government  to  as¬ 
sign  to  the  National  Guard  men  who 
had  been  trained  was  objectionable  to 
him  unless  there  were  certain  provisos. 
Frankly,  if  the  guard  can  operate  with¬ 
out  any  Federal  assignments,  I  would 
rather  see  the  guard  operate  without  any 
Federal  assignments.  I  think  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  as  a  great  and  glorious  or¬ 
ganization.  It  is  an  organization  that 
has  participated  in  every  one  of  our 
wars  since  the  War  of  1812.  It  has  a 
magnificent  record  behind  it  and  we  are 
all  proud  of  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  The 
gentleman  was  a  member  of  the  National 
Guard  in  World  War  I.  I  was  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  National  Guard  15  years  after 
World  War  I  ended.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  know  of  any  single  adjutant  gen¬ 
eral  in  the  United  States  of  America  who 
does  not  favor  this  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  Association  endorsed  the 
bill.  You  will  find  it  in  the  printed  rec¬ 
ord  on  the  last  page  where  I  asked  every¬ 
one  sitting  around  the  table  in  the  sub¬ 
committee  and  I  asked  each  one  whether 
or  not  he  favored  the  bill.  Those  men 
had  made  a  study  of  the  bill — not  for 
1  day  or  1  hour  but  for  weeks  and 
months.  They  were  in  favor  of  the  bill, 
including  General  Walsh  who  was  there 
and  who  headed  the  National  Guard  As¬ 
sociation  organization. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiania.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
General  Walsh  read  the  bill  paragraph 
by  paragraph  with  the  committee?  In 
many  instances  he  offered  suggestions 
which  the  subcommittee  accepted  in  an 
effort  to  protect  the  interest  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  He  did 
that. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
my  colleague  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  just  wonder  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  heard  from  the  National 
Guard  on  the  Vinson  amendment,  which 
has  been  proposed  to  us  here  this  morn¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  will  ask 
the  gentleman  whether  he  has  made  an 
inquiry  as  to  this  matter?  I  have  not 
had  time  to  do  so  and  such  action  would 
involve  contact  with  people  from  distant 
areas. 


Mr.  LONG.  The  gentleman  will  not 
find  any  expression  of  approval  from  the 
National  Guard  in  the  record  of  the 
hearings  with  reference  to  the  Vinson 
amendment,  and  that  is  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  talking  about. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They 
were  interrogated  regarding  the  bill  as 
it  was  presented  to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MEADER.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  whether  or  not  the  effect  of  the 
Vinson  amendment  in  removing  certain 
language  from  the  bill  would  have  a 
tendency  to  weaken  the  National  Guard 
in  that  it  would  deprive  them  of  one 
source  of  recruits.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  de¬ 
pends  on  the  way  you  look  at  it.  It  would 
put  the  guard  back  on  its  own  as  a 
State  institution  and  put  it  in  a  position 
where  they  would  have  to  go  out  and 
continue  to  fight  to  enlist  their  member¬ 
ship.  The  easy  way  for  the  guard  would 
be  for  the  Federal  Government  to  draft 
personnel  into  the  Federal  service  and 
assign  them  to  the  guard. 

I  myself  much  prefer  to  have  the  guard 
as  an  organization  resting  on  its  own 
merits,  its  own  history,  and  its  own  pa¬ 
triotic  background.  With  that  it  can 
go  out  into  the  highways  and  the  byways 
into  the  villages  and  hamlets  and  recruit 
its  own  membership  on  a  voluntary 
basis.  I  think  the  record  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  is  such  that  it  can  do  that, 
and  under  the  Vinson  amendment  we 
will  simply  strike  out  that  portion  of  the 
bill  which  permits  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  to  assign  troops  from  the  Federal 
service  to  the  guard.  We  then  would 
let  the  guard  go  on  its  own  and  enlist 
its  own  personnel  on  a  voluntary  basis, 
and  if  a  young  man  down  in  your  State 
or  in  my  State  wishes  to  enlist  in  the 
guard  he  will  not  have  to  come  to  Wash¬ 
ington  and  ask  permission  to  do  it,  he 
will  do  it  on  his  own.  I  do  not  have  any 
objection  to  it,  and  the  guard  will  go 
ahead,  make  its  enlistments,  fill  up  its 
ranks,  and  carry  on  as  it  has  done  for  the 
165  years  of  this  country’s  history. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  think  the  record  should 
show  that  at  least  for  the  past  3  years 
when  the  National  Guard  has  had  a 
volunteer  program  the  guard  has  reach¬ 
ed  their  authorized  limits.  In  fact  the 
National  Guard  has  repeatedly  asked 
for  additional  funds  to  bring  in  more 
than  was  originally  permitted  them  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  under  au¬ 
thorized  strength. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Witnes¬ 
ses  testified  before  the  committee  that 
the  guard  now  has  350,000  members,  and 
the  authorized  strength  as  allowed  by 
the  Appropriations  Committee  is  for 
375,000.  The  guard  will  reach  that  num¬ 
ber,  375,000,  before  the  end  of  this  fiscal 
year.  If  that  is  the  case  then  the  guard 
is  all  right  on  a  purely  voluntary  basis 
and  does  not  need  any  Federal  assign¬ 
ments. 

Another  situation  is  that  the  gover¬ 
nors  of  none  of  the  States  want  the  Gov¬ 


ernment  of  the  United  States  to  tell 
them  how  to  handle  the  National  Guard. 
That  applies  to  the  State  of  New  York 
and  it  applies  likewise  to  the  State  of 
California  and  every  other  State  in  the 
Union.  I,  for  one,  am  in  favor  of  the 
governors  of  the  States  managing  their 
own  guard. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  the  completion  of 
the  question  I  asked  before? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  For  the 
completion  of  the  question,  yes. 

Mr.  MEADER.-  Would  not  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  amendment  make  the  volun¬ 
tary  recruitment  program  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  more  difficult? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  would 
put  them  on  their  own,  as  I  said.  This 
does  not  hurt  voluntary  enlistment.  In 
case  they  would  not  get  voluntary  en¬ 
listment,  this  bill  as  originally  written 
would  permit  the  transfer  from  Federal 
training  to  the  National  Guard. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 
All  time  on  this  amendment  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]  as  amended  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Thomson]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Vinson)  there 
were — ayes  116,  noes  143. 

Messrs.  VINSON  of  Georgia  and  WIL¬ 
LIAMS  of  Mississippi  demanded  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Brooks  of 
Louisiana  and  Mr.  Powell. 

The  Committee  again  divided ;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
143,  noes  167. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a 
question  where  we  try  to  eat  our  cake 
and  have  it  too. 

It  would  be  folly  not  to  have  a  well- 
trained  and  well-disciplined  Reserve  in 
this  fast-moving  age  when  a  major  war 
could  explode  at  any  moment,  and  we 
would  not  be  given  a  year’s  grace  in 
which  to  train  millions  of  civilians  into 
an  effective  fighting  fprce. 

At  the  same  time,  we  must  consider  the 
American  people’s  opposition  to  any¬ 
thing  resembling  universal  military 
training  with  the  regimentation  it  would 
impose  on  all  young  men. 

How  to  reconcile  these  positions  is 
most  difficult. 

We  recall  the  men  who  served  long 
and  gallantly  in  World  War  II,  and,  hav¬ 
ing  done  their  duty,  returned  to  civilian 
life  to  resume  their  careers,  to  marry, 
and  raise  their  families.  When  they 
were  called  back  for  double  duty  in  the 
Korean  war  there  was  much  resentment, 
and  rightly  so,  when  they  thought  of 
others  around  their  age  who  had  never 
given  1  day  of  military  service  to  defend 
their  country. 

To  correct  this  inequality,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  practically  all  young  men  be 
required  to  give  some  service.  If,  be¬ 
cause  of  inability  to  measure  up  to  phy¬ 
sical  or  mental  standards,  or  because  of 
a  family  hardship,  or  because  they  are 
engaged  in  essential  occupations,  never¬ 
theless  they  could  be  trained  on  a  part- 
time  basis.  In  the  event  of  war,  the  best 
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of  them  would  add  to  the  strength  of  our 
fighting  units.  The  rest  could  serve  in 
support.  Even  during  World  War  n,  we 
had  millions  of  men  in  uniform  who 
never  saw  combat  but  were  essential  in 
supporting  roles,  even  though  many  of 
them  never  left  this  country.  This  is 
the  type  of  service  that  every  young  man 
should  be  able  to  give  his  country  in  the 
event  of  war,  no  matter  what  his  limi¬ 
tations,  or  reasons  for  deferment  may 
be.  For  these  purposes,  every  man  who 
may  ever  wear  a  uniform,  needs  a  basic 
military  training  in  fundamentals,  and 
in  discipline. 

From  Regulars  to  Ready  Reserve  to 
Standby  Reserve,  there  is  a  need  and  a 
place  for  many,  in  diminishing  order  of 
importance,  but  nonetheless  necessary. 

As  on  any  team,  we  must  have  replace¬ 
ments,  and,  in  the  parlance  of  baseball, 
“a  good  bench”  of  relief  pitchers  and 
pinch  hitters  and  substitute  fielders  and 
coaches. 

As  Gen.  Matthew  B.  Ridgway,  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army,. testi¬ 
fied  on  February  9  of  this  year,  quoting 
from  the  report  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Commission: 

During  the  period  of  July  1,  1946,  to  July 
1,  1953,  there  was  built  up  a  group  of  1,600,- 
000  physically  qualified  young  men  whose 
ages  came  within  the  draft  law,  who  saw  no 
service  and  incurred  and  have  no  Reserve 
obligation. 

This  put  all  the  burden  on  the  Regu¬ 
lars,  the  “retreads”  and  the  draftees, 
which  was  a  dangerous  imbalance  from 
the  viewpoint  of  national  security,  and 
was  manifestly  unfair  to  those  who  did 
serve. 

Under  this  bill,  all  available  young 
men  will  not  be  reached. 

Human  nature  being  what  it  is,  the 
Regulars  who  put  in  20  or  more  years  of 
service  as  volunteers,  are  carrying  the 
ball  for  those  who  have  no  sense  of  any 
obligation  to  their  country.  But  this  is 
not  enough  for  our  national  security, 
even  with  the  help  of  draftees  who  are  on 
active  duty  for  2  years. 

If  we  are  going  to  have  a  Reserve,  it 
should  start  with  qualified  young  men 
from  17  to  19,  restricted  to  once-a-week 
armory  drills  and  instruction  plus  2 
weeks  field  training  each  summer  over 
a  long  period  and  in  lieu  of  2  or  more 
years  of  active  service. 

We  are  trying  our  best  to  put  this  on  a 
voluntary  basis,  with  the  prospect  of 
being  called  up  for  2  years  active  duty 
by  selective  service  as  an  inducement. 
But,  no  matter  how  you  figure  this  out, 
some  will  be  trained  as  Reserves,  while 
others  will  completely  evade  service  of 
any  kind  whatsoever. 

This  is  unjust  to  Regulars,  draftees, 
volunteers,  for  the  Reserve,  and  men  with 
prior  service. 

Perhaps  we  should  have  supplemen¬ 
tary  legislation  to  provide  that  any  man, 
otherwise  qualified,  who  has  never  had 
any  kind  of  military  service,  should,  up 
to  the  age  of  50,  be  required  to  give  some 
time  to  our  national  security,  perhaps  in 
a  part-time  civilian  defense  work.  But 
that,  too,  would  be  compulsion. 

Coming  back  to  this  national  Reserve 
plan,  which  involves  youngsters  in  their 
last  year  of  high  school,  or  just  a  year 


or  2  out  of  high,  we  are  faced  with 
problems  that  are  of  much  concern  to 
their  parents. 

Six  months’  active  duty  at  that  age 
subjects  them  to  influences  which  they 
are  not  ready  to  cope  with.  Perhaps  a 
civilian  advisory  board  composed  of  par¬ 
ents,  clergymen,  and  educators,  could  as¬ 
sist  the  Army  in  working  out  a  program 
to  protect  the  moral  welfare  of  these 
teen-agers. 

Frankly,  I  would  much  prefer  main¬ 
taining  the  prestrength  of  our  Armed 
Forces:  supplemented  by  a  voluntary 
Reserve  program,  providing  safeguards 
against  arbitrary  call  up,  and  one  that 
is  based  upon  realistic  training  with 
adequate  pay. 

By  giving  the  program  prestige  and 
building  up  pride  in  its  members,  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  can  make  it  succeed  on  a 
voluntary  basis. 

And  eliminate  the  objections  that 
H.  R.  5297  in  its  present  form  is  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  in  disguise. 

We  need  a  genuine  reserve,  but  with¬ 
out  coercion. 

I  believe  that  this  bill  should  first  be 
amended  to  make  it  attractive  to  teen¬ 
agers,  so  that  they  will  want  to  join  be¬ 
cause  they  have  confidence  in  it. 

Considering  all  factors,  this  is  the 
American  way  to  meet  the  issue,  I  am 
sure  that  our  younger  men  will  respond, 
if  we  provide  them  with  the  right 
incentives. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Hoffman 
of  Michigan  and  Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisi¬ 


On  May  13,  1955: 

H.  R.  1602.  An  act  to  enable  the  State  of 
Arizona  and  the  town  of  Tempe,  Ariz.,  tq 
convey  to  the  Salt  River  Agricultural  Irry- 
provement  and  Power  District,  for  use  ,fey 
such  district,  a  portion  of  certain  property 
heretofore  transferred  under  certain  restric¬ 
tions  to  such  State  and  town  by  the  .United 
States: 

H.  R.  1816.  An  act  to  declare  the  tidewaters 
in  the  waterway  (in  which  is  located  Fort 
Point  Channel  and  South  Bay)  above  the 
easterly  side  of  the  highway  bridge  over  Fort 
Point  Channel  at  Dorchester  Avenue  in  the 
city  of  Boston  nonnavigable  tidewaters;  and 

H.  R.  4936.  An  act  to  authorize  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  subsistence  and'  quarters  without 
charge  to  employees  of  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  engaged  on  floating  plant  operations. 

On  May  19,  1955': 

H.  R.  2225.  An  get  to  amend  section 
|  401  (e)  of  the  Civil/Aeronautics  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended:  and  ' 

H.  R.  2679.  An  act  to  amend  the  act  to 
protect  scenic  values  along  Oak  Creek  Can¬ 
yon  and  certain  tributaries  thereof  within 
the  Coconino'  National  Forest,  Ariz. 


PANAMA  CANAL  COMPANY  AND 
CANAL  ZONE  GOVERNMENT 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the,  following  message  from  the  Presi- 
deht  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
pfead,  and,  together  with  the  accompany¬ 
ing  papers,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries: 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith,  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  Congress,  the  third  annual 
reports  of  the  Panama  Canal  Company 
and  the  Canal  Zone  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30,  1954. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  May  19,  1955. 


ana. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tell¬ 
ers  reported  that  there  were — ayes  161, 
noes  124. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Trimble,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit¬ 
tee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5297)  to  provide  for  the 
strengthening  of  the  Reserve  forces,  and 
for  other  purposes,  had  come  to  no  re¬ 
solution  thereon. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  was  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the 
House  that  on  the  following  dates  the 
President  approved  and  signed  a  joint 
resolution  and  bills  of  the  House  of  the 
following  titles: 

On  May  5,  1955: 

H.  R.  1252.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Olivia 
Mary  Orciuch; 

H.  R.  4647.  An  act  to  amend  the  rice  mar¬ 
keting  quota  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  107.  Joint  resolution  to  permit 
the  United  States  of  America  to  release  re¬ 
versionary  rights  in  a  thirty-six  and  seven 
hundred  and  fifty-nine  one-thousandths 
acre  tract  to  the  Vineland  School  District  of 
the  county  of  Kern,  State  of  California. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1956 

Mr.  PRESTON,  from  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  reported  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6367)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Commerce  and  re¬ 
lated  agencies  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1956,  and  for  other  purposes 
viRept.  No.  603),  which  was  read  a  first 
fhjd  second  time,  and,  with  the  accom¬ 
panying  papers,  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the.  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  TABER  reserved  all  points  of  or¬ 
der  on  the  bill. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  FEIGHAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes  today,  following  the  legislative 
program  and  anyNspecial  orders  hereto¬ 
fore  entered,  and  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks. 

\ 

. - 

AGRICULTURAL  PRICE  SUPPORTS 
(Mr.  MEADER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  and  include  extra¬ 
neous  matter.) 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
May  5,  1955,  during  debate  on  H.  R-  12, 
the  farm  price-support  bill,  I  read  into 
the  Record  an  exchange  of  corresponfl- 
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ence  between  Gov.  G.  Mennen  Williams, 
of  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  myself, 
appearing  bn  pages  4920  and  4921  of  the 
Record.  I  pointed  out  that  the  Gover¬ 
nor  had  an  inaccurate  understanding  of 
the  underlying 'tocts  and  reasons  in  ar¬ 
riving  at  his  position  on  this  Federal 
question. 

Subsequently,  Mr\Speaker,  the  Jack- 
son  Citizen  Patriot,  \f  Jackson,  Mich., 
in  my  district,  took  me  to  task  for  my 
naivete  in  thinking  that  Governor  Wil¬ 
liams  would  be  influenced  by  facts  and 
logic.  The  editorial  was  in.  the  form  of 
an  open  letter  to  me  whici\l  insert  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

It’s  No  Good,  George 

An  open  letter  to  Represen  tative\GEORGE 
Meader,  who  represents  the  Jackson  district 
in  Congress: 

“Dear  congressman:  You’re  too  subtle. 
George. 

“Your  phrasing  is  clever  and  the  point 
clear.  But  if  you  think  any  of  the  Demo-' 
cratic  farm  bloc  spokesmen,  much  less  our 
own  Governor  Williams,  are  going  to  be 
deterred  by  words,  you’ve  got  another  think 
coming. 

“We’re  speaking,  of  course,  of  your  own 
recent  letter  to  Governor  Williams  in  reply 
to  one  he  sent  to  you.  The  Governor  was 
prodding  for  action  on  the  Democrat-backed 
bill  to  reestablish  rigid  90  percent  of  parity 
price  supports  for  farm  products,  and  he 
made  the  statement  that  agricultural  income 
in  Michigan  has  dropped  as  a  result  of  the 
administration-backed  program  for  flexible 
supports. 

“You  caught  him  up  neatly,  that’s  for  sure. 
The  Governor  was  trapped  with  his  facts 
down,  but  like  the  now  historic  case  where 
he  claimed  credit  for  balancing  Michigan's 
budget  when  actually  he  refused  to  sign  the 
bill  that  raised  the  money  to  do  that  and, 
in  fact,  used  some  pretty  bitter  language 
about  what  a  lousy  law  it  was,  little  things 
like  facts  simply  don’t  bother  our  Soapy. 

“With  him  it’s  words  that  count,  the  more 
of  them  the  better. 

“Take  this  farm  bill  business.  He  said 
the  Republican  flexible-support  plan  was  to 
blame  for  the  decline  in  farm  prices. 

“You  showed  him  that  this  program  hasn’t 
even  taken  effect  yet. 

“He  went  on  to  argue  about  the  price  of 
milk  to  Michigan  dairymen*  and  again 
charged  the  dirty  old  Republicans  with  being 
responsible  for  a  decline. 

“You  showed  him  how  that,  too,  occurred 
before  the  Republican  bill  ever  took  effect/ 
that  since  the  GOP  system  governing  dait 
supports  was  put  into  practice,  the  price 
actually  has  risen. 

“And,  like  we  said  back  a  ways,  you/ final 
paragraph  was  a  pretty  biting  bit  of  .phrase- 
ology,  one  that’s  even  worth  repeating. 
‘Since  you  have  undertaken  to  instruct  the 
Michigan  congressional  delegatj6n  on  this 
most  important  Federal  proble/fi.’  you  wrote 
Soapy,  ‘I  suggest  that  you  /ake  the  addi¬ 
tional  time  from  your  difficult  and  manifold 
duties  as  Michigan’s  Gove/nor  to  make  the 
necessary  factual  inquiries  and  policy  de¬ 
cisions  which  would  render  your  advice  help¬ 
ful  rather  than  misleading.’ 

"That’s  real  cleveyf  but  we’ll  be  happy  to 
put  up  odds  that/not  only  Governor  Wil¬ 
liams  but  a  good  many  other  rigid-price 
support  boys  will  be  making  at  least  one 
more  speech  using  the  same  arguments  he 
did  in  his 

“Fact  is,  Ife  probably  didn’t  even  read  your 
reply. 

“Now don't  ask  us  what  you  should  have 
done— -/e’re  stumped,  we  confess.  He  never 
pays  ah y  attention  to  our  corrections  either, 
though  heaven  knows  he  sure  reads  the  ones 
wh/re  we  say  he’s  right.  Maybe  you  could 


organize  a  nonpartisan  committee  to  study 
the  whole  problem.  We’ve  got  at  least  10 
committees  studying  every  other  issue  before 
the  city,  State,  and  Nation — so  why  not 
this?" 


ADMINISTRATIVE  EXPENSES  IN 

THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1727)  to  au¬ 
thorize  cei’tain  administrative  expenses 
in  the  Treasury  Department,  and  for 
other  purposes.  This  bill  is  identical 
with  H.  R.  5877,  which  was -unanimously 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nesee? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  shall  not  ob¬ 
ject. 

S.  1727  provides  basic  statutory  au¬ 
thority  for  certain  administrative  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Department  of  the  Treasury^ 
which  have  been  authorized  from  yet 
to  year  in  appropriation  acts.  The  Jaill 
will  simplify  the  appropriation  pro¬ 
cedure,  ahd  I  understand  that  theUom- 
mittee  on*Appropriations  has  suggested 
the  enactment  of  the  basic  authority 
provided  in  tnis  bill.  The  bil/is  identi¬ 
cal  to  H.  R.  9fi77,  which  w4s  reported 
unanimously  by \he  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

Therefore,  Mr.  i^peaj/er,  I  withdraw 
my  reservation  of  obWtion  and  agree  to 
the  matter  offered  by\the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

The  SPEAKER/  Is  tntre  objection  to 
the  request  of  tj/e  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nesee? 

There  was.ho  objection. 

The  ClerkTead  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Trea/tiry  may  make  the  following  ex¬ 
penditures: 

(a)  /Expenditures  for  arms  and  amrr\ml- 
tion vfequired  by  civilian  employees  of  pie 
Department  of  the  Treasury  in  the  perfori 
a/ce  of  their  official  duties. 

(b)  Expenditures  to  reimburse  Federal 
’  Reserve  banks  and  branches  for  necessary 

expenses  for  services  performed  as  Govern¬ 
ment  depositaries  and  as  fiscal  agents  of  the 
United  States. 

(c)  Expenditures  not  to  exceed  $10,000 
per  annum  for  services  or  information  look¬ 
ing  toward  the  apprehension  of  narcotic 
law  violators  who  are  fugitives  from  justice. 

Sec.  2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
authorized  to  accept  services  without  com¬ 
pensation  in  connection  with  the  program 
for  the  sale  of  United  States  public-debt 
obligations. 

Sec.  3.  Section  10  of  the  Second  Liberty 
Bond  Act,  as  amended  (40  Stat.  292;  U.  S.  C., 
title  31,  sec.  760),  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  sentence: 
"During  any  period  for  which  a  definite  ap¬ 
propriation  has  been  made  for  expenses  for 
which  this  section  makes  an  indefinite  ap¬ 
propriation,  the  definite  appropriation  shall 
be  available  under  the  terms  of  this  section 
and  the  indefinite  appropriation  shall  not 
be  available  for  obligation.". 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


A  similar  House  bill  (H.  R.  5877)  ws 
laid  on  the  table. 

(Mr.  COOPER  asked  and  was  artven 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  ya  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  SpeakerjS.  1727  is 
identical  to  H.  R.  5877.  ThaGatter  bill 
was  unanimously  reported  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Mea^s  on  May  9, 
1955. 

S.  1727  was  favorablw'reported  by  the 
Senate  Committee  onjaovernment  Oper¬ 
ations  on  May  5,  195JL  and  passed  by  the 
Senate  on  May  9,  JV55.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  2  bills  are  identical,  and 
in  the  interest  ot  parliamentary  conven¬ 
ience,  I  have  presented  to  the  House  for 
favorable  consideration  S.  1727,  and  re¬ 
quested  thsft  H.  R.  5877  be  laid  on  the 
table. 

The  purpose  of  this  legislation  is  to 
provi4e  basic  statutory  authority  for  cer¬ 
tain  /unctions  of  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  which  have  in  the  past  been 
authorized  from  year  to  year  in  Treasury 
department  appropriation  acts.  These 
’'legislative  provisions  that  have  been  an¬ 
nually  included  in  the  appropriation  acts 
for  the  Treasury  Department  might  be 
subject  to  points  of  order  that  might  be 
raised  with  respect  to  an  appropriation 
bill  authorizing  such  functions.  The 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  was  in¬ 
formed  that  the  House  Committee  on 
Appropriations  had  suggested  that  the 
Treasury  Department  obtain  the  basic 
authority  provided  in  tins  legislation. 

Enactment  of  this  legislation  is  rec¬ 
ommended  to  the  Congress  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  and  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget. 

The  functions  authorized  in  S.  1727 
relate  to  administrative  practices  in  the 
Treasury  Department.  These  functions 
include  the  procurement  of  arms  and 
ammunition  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
Treasury  Department's  law-enforcement 
activities,  reimbursement  of  Federal 
Reserve  banks  for  fiscal  services,  in¬ 
former  rewards  in  regard  to  narcotic- 
law  violations,  acceptance  of  volunteer 
services  for  savings-bond  promotion,  and 
financing  public-debt  operations. 
PROCUREMENT  of  arms  and  ammunition 

Subsection  1  (a)  of  S.  1727  would  au¬ 
thorize  expenditures  for  arms  and  am¬ 
munition  required  by  civilian  employees 
of  thX  Treasury  Department  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  their  official  duties.  Provi¬ 
sions  in\the  Treasury  Department  ap¬ 
propriation  acts  relating  to  the  various 
Treasury  enforcement  agencies  have  for 
many  years  inade  appropriations  avail¬ 
able  for  such  ^purchases.  The  procure¬ 
ment  of  arms  and  ammunition  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  these  enforcement  agencies  in 
carrying  out  their  law-enforcement 
functions.  The  inclusion  of  the  refer¬ 
ence  to  arms  and  ammunition  in  appro¬ 
priation  language  has.  been  necessary 
because  of  a  requirement  in  the  act  of 
March  3,  1879,  as  amended — title  50, 
United  States  Code,  page  01 — that  pro¬ 
curement  of  arms  and  ammunition  by 
executive  agencies  be  from  the  Army, 
unless  it  is  shown  that  the  Army  cannot 
meet  the  need  for  such  items.  Experi¬ 
ence  has  shown  that  the  Army  dots  not 
usually  have  the  type  of  arms  and\im- 
munition  required  for  law  enforcement. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  23, 1955 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Keserve  Forces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tines  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  (62 

4  Stat.  604) ,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

5  (1)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 

6  words  “eight  years”  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the 

7  words  “six  years”. 

8  (2)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  further  amended  by  adding 

9  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  “ Provided ,  however,  That 

10  any  person  who,  while  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions 

11  of  this  Act,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 
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religion  shall,  at  his  request,  be  entitled  to  a  discharge  in 
accordance  with  regulations  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense :  Provided  further,  That  a  student  preparing  for  the 
ministry  in  a  recognized  theological  or  divinity  school  shall 
not  he  required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  active  training  and 
service,  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
while  in  such  status:  Provided  further,  That  any  person 
enlisting  in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  for  a  period  of  six  years,  which  enlistments 
are  hereby  authorized,  must  agree  to  accept  active  duty  for  a 
period  of  two  years.  Following  completion  of  such  duty, 
he  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  time  spent  on  active  duty,  shall 
total  five  years,  providing  he  participates  satisfactorily.”. 

(3)  Subsection  6  (c)  is  amended  by  changing  the  des¬ 
ignation  of  present  clause  (b)  paragraph  (2)  to  clause 
( C ) ,  and  inserting  new  clause  ( B )  as  follows : 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President  finds  that 
the  authorized  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  he  maintained  at 
the  strengths  deemed  sufficient  by  him,  he  may  authorize, 
under  such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  that  volunteers  be  accepted,  within  quotas 
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to  be  established  by  him  (the  quotas  not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  persons  annually  for  such 
reserve  components)  and  thereafter  any  person,  prior  to 
attaining-  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him  to  report  for  induction 
may  volunteer  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  units  thereof,  and  such  persons  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as 
he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such 
reserve  component  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  this  Act. 
Any  person  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
remain  liable  for  induction  until  attaining  the  twenty-eighth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  if  he  ceases  to  satisfactorily  partici¬ 
pate  in  such  reserve  components.” 

(4)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at 

the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  graduation  persons 
who  successfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC 
course  or  the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders’  class  and  are 
qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  service.  Thereafter,  such  persons  in  excess  of  the 
active  forces  requirements  existing  at  that  time,  shall  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  six  months 
with  the  service  in  which  commissioned.  Upon  the  comple- 
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tion  of  such  active  duty  for  training  such  person  shall  be 
returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an  appropriate 
reserve  unit  for  the  remainder  of  the  military  obligation. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  develop  standards  and  regula¬ 
tions  to  require  satisfactory  participation  hy  such  a  person. 
Failure  to  meet  these  standards  may  result  in  his  commission 
in  the  reserve  being  revoked.” 

(5)  Add  new  subsection  6  (p)  as  follows: 

“Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  Act,  no 
person  who  is  honorably  discharged  upon  the  completion 
of  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  enlistment 
or  appointment  under  the  authority  of  subsection  (c) ,  para- 
graph  (2),  clause  (B)  of  this  section,  which  satisfactory 

service  includes  six  consecutive  months  of  active  duty  for 

* 

training  performed  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  hy 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  shall  he  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  hy  the  Congress 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  words  ‘active  duty  for  training’ 
mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  for  training  purposes.  The  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Commission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  President,  as  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  while 
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serving  on  active  duty  for  training  for  six  months  under 
this*  subsection.  The  National  Security  Training  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  report  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  such  per¬ 
sons  annually  to  the  Congress.  The  advice  and  reports  ren¬ 
dered  by  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  reference  to  the  welfare 
of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with  respect  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  training  required.  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide 
for  the  selection  of  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
critical  defense-supporting  industries  and  research  who  may 
be  allowed,  notwithstanding  their  age  at  the  time  they 
are  ordered  to  report  for  induction,  to  fulfill  their  military 
obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  under  the 
terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  a  person  while  undergoing  six  months’  active 
duty  for  training  provided  for  in  this  subsection  shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of  $50  a 
month,  as  well  as  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  inci¬ 
dent  thereto; 

“  (ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  be  treated  as 


H.  P.  7000 - 2 
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if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  four 
months)  ;  and 

“  (iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized  for 
reservists  by  Public  Law  108,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201)  (for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  which  the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  shall 
be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval  or  military  service’ ) , 
except  that  he  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  sec¬ 
tion  621  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  the  automatic  indemnity  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951, 
as  amended,  shall  be  limited  to  thirty  days  after  sepa¬ 
ration  or  release  from  the  initial  six  months  of  active 
duty  training.” 

(6)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  defined  in  subsection  6  (p) 
of  this  Act  shall  be  entitled,  upon  application  for  reemploy¬ 
ment  within  sixty  days  after  (a)  release  following  satisfac¬ 
tory  completion  of  required  training  or  (b)  from  hospitali¬ 
zation  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not  more  than 
six  months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided 
by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provi- 
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sions  of  this  title,  except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a 
position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall 
not  be  discharged  from  such  position  without  cause,  within 
six  months  after  such  restoration.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  208  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  Eighty-second  Congress)  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Redesignating  subsections  (g),  (h) ,  and  (i)  as 
(h),  (i),  and  (j),  and  adding  a  new  subsection  (g)  as 
follows : 

“  (g)  Unless  otherwise  provided  by  law,  each  person 
inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Active  Forces  after 
July  27,  1953,  shall  upon  his  release  from  active  service 
become  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Thereafter  such 
person  may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training 
or  inactive  duty  training  in  the  following  manner : 

“  (1)  An  annual  minimum  of  forty-eight  assemblies 
for  drill;  or 

“  (2)  When  authorized  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
concerned,  other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
and  in  addition  to  either  (1)  or  (2)  above,  an  annual  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen  days.” 

Whenever  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve, 
the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  the 


8 


1  Coast  Guard  Reserve  elects  not  to  participate  in  any  of  the 

2  foregoing  procedures,  such  member  shall  be  offered  the 
,3  alternative  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  thirty 

4  days  annually.  Any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 

5  reserve  component  of  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Re- 

6  serve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve, 

7  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  who  fails  through  refusal, 

8  when  able  to  perform  his  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above 

9  alternatives,  may  by  competent  authority  be  ordered  to  and 

10  required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training,  without  his 

11  consent,  for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  annually.  Notwith- 

12  standing  any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person  who  served 

13  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953, 

14  will  not  be  required,  unless  he  lias  agreed  or  may  hereafter 

15  agree,  to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  in- 

16  active  duty  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

17  (2)  Section  208  (f)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 

18  words  “upon  his  request’’. 

19  (3)  Subsection  (j)  as  redesignated  is  amended  by 

20  deleting  (g)  where  it  appears  therein  and  substituting  (h) . 

21  (4)  Add  a  new  subsection  (k)  as  follows: 

22  “  (k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President, 

23  each  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a 

24  system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 

25  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 
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“  (a)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization; 

“(b)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills ; 

“(c)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing  crit¬ 
ical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  be¬ 
yond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  persons 
who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  overriding- 
requirement  ; 

“  (d)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  mili¬ 
tary  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participation 
in  combat ;  and 

“  (e)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

(5)  Add  a  new  subsection  (1)  as  follows : 

“  (1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.” 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  233 
(a)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  in  time 
of  war,  or  of  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress, 
after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  members  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  only 
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after  a  determination  of  availability  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service. 

Sec.  4.  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952  is  amended  by  striking  the  words  “one  million 
five  hundred  thousand”  and  inserting  the  words  “two 
million  nine  hundred  thousand”. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 
be  maintained  in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 
duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 
January  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
on  the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces. 

Sec.  6.  Section  233  (b)  (1)  is  amended  by  deleting 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  adding  the  following: 
“in  excess  of  1,000,000  members  comprised  of  units  and 
members  thereof  or  anv  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit 

o 

organized  for  the  purposes  as  serving  as  such”. 


# 


2 

<T> 


tT 

( D 


Q  c-i 

P  d 


S 

B 


<T> 

co 


to 

CO 


CD 

©I 

C* 


{► 

H 

B 

<T> 

P- 


CQ 

<T> 

r 5 


w 

so 

c 

o 

W 

00 


o 


*3 

o 

l-J 

o 

® 

cn 


© 


oo 


ffi 


2  eg. 

2-  ~ 

El 


o> 

►“3 


aq 


o 

C/2 

rD 

c/3 


< 

CO 


> 

CO 


o 

Hb 


r 

r 


w 

CO 

C/3 

<TD 


£ 


H  o 

5PP 


—  2 


to  ^ 

2  O 

o  W 
«  H 
00 
00 


a 

» 


O 

o 

o 


-35- 


loans  o  Passed  without  amendment  S*  1755#  to  provide  that  the  rate 

st  on  USDA  disaster  loans  shall  not  exceed  3/°  per  annum  (p«  79U7.J*  The 
ulture  Committee  earlier  in  the  day  reported  this  bill  without  amendment 
t.  915)  (p,  795k) •  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  n resident. 

15*  EMERGENCY  LOANS •  Passed  without  amendment  S.  1582,  to  extend  unti/1  1957  the 
period  for  making  emergency  loans  for  agricultural  purposes  (pa/79U7)»  This 
bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President* 

l6*  TRAVEL  EXPENSE*  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  6295,  to  provide  an 
increased  maximum  per  diem  and  mileage  allowance  for  subsistence  and  travel 

expenses  (pp<>  79^2“3)*  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  June  22. 

\  / 

17.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Hous'd  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  6367,  Commerce  and 

related  agencies  appropriation  bill  for  1956*  Senate  conferees  were  appointed 
June  l6o 

House  oonferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  6239#  the  D.  C.  appropriation 
bill  for  1956  (p«  791 b)*  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  June  23 o 

\  / 

ORGANIZATION.  Received  from  the  Hoover  Commission  a  report  on  the  Business 
Organization  of  the  Department \pf  Defense;  tp/ Armed  Services  Committee  (H. 

Doc.  196)  (p.  795U). 


3. 


19.  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  The  Fays  and  Leans  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R. 
6059#  to  authorize  the  President  to  entp'r  into  an  agreement  with  the  Philip¬ 
pines  to  revise  the  I9I4.6  trade  agreement  between  the  two  countries  (H.  Rept. 

93U)  (p.  795U)»  /\  _ _ 


20.  RESERVE  FORCES.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  ordered  reported  H.  R.  7 000,  the 
not?  Armed  Forces  Reserve  ■'bill  (pn  D6Q5)” 


21, 


. 


GOVERNMENT  COMPETITION.  The  Government  Operations  Committee  ordered  reported 
H.  R.  279#  to  provide  for  the  termination  of  Government  operations  which  are 
in  competition  with  private  enterprise  (p.  D623)» 

PUBLIC  FORKS.  Passed,  317  to  2,  with  amendments  H.  R.  6829#  to  authorize 
certain  construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations,  which 
includes  a  revision  of  the  provision  for  financing  certain  military  housing 
in  foreign  countries /through  the  furnishing  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities 
(pn.  7921-14 2).  / 


23*  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Rep.  McCormack  announced  that  the  FOA  bill  will  be  the 
next  order  of  business  to  be  followed  by  the  conference  report  on  the  selec¬ 
tive  service  bill,  the  atomic  energy  authorization  bill,  the  military  reserve 
bill,  the  housing  bill,  the  social  security  amendments,  and  the  Mhxican  farm 
labor  bill*  Agreed  to  call  the  Consent  Calendar  on  July  5»  (PP*  79l4~5*) 

/  \ 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 


/ 


\ 


2I4.  ATTORNEYS.  S.  2326,  by  Sen.  Eastland,  to  require  any  attorney  at  law  practicing 
before  a  Federal  oourt,  or  appearing  before  a  congressional  committee  as  coun¬ 
sel  for  a  witness  testifying  before  such  committee,  or  appearing  as  counsel 
before  any  department  or  agency  in  the  exeoOfcive  branch  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  to  file  a  non-Cammunist  affidavit;  to  Judiciary  Committee 
(p.  7862)*  Remarks  of  author  (pp.  7863-ij)  • 


25. 


PERSONNEL,  S.  2331,  by  Sen.  Carlson:,  bo  provide  for  improvement  in  the  system 
of  personnel  administration  through  the:  establishment  of  a  senior  civiV'  servic 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Sepvice  Com¬ 
mittee  (p.  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (o«  7865). 

S.  2332,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  the  simplification  of ythe  general 
schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  19^9#  as  amended;  to  Post/Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (p,  786 

S,  2333*  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  the  certification/^  eligibles  unde 
the  civil-service  laws;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  C^unittee  (p.  7863). 
Remarks  of  author  (p.  7865). 

S,  233 b*  by  Sen.  Carlson,  providing  for  a  simplified  performance  rating 
system  for  Federal  employees;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil /Service  Committee 
(p.  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (p,  7865)* 

S.  2335*  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  appeals  b^  veterans  under  section 
ll;.  of  the  Veterans’  Preference  Act  of  19Mj->  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committee  (p,  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (p.  78 

S.  2336,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  reduction  in  personnel  procedure 
and  preference  of  veterans;  to  Post  Office  an<yCivil  Service  Committee  (p. 
7863).  Remarks  of  author  (p^  7865). 

S.  2337#  by  Sen.  Carlson,,  relating  to  the  transfer  of  Federal  employees 
from  the  classified  civil  servioe  to  another  personnel  merit  system;  to  P*ct 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  7863).  Remarks  of  author  (p*  7865). 


26.  HOUSING*  SMALL  BUSINESS.  S.  J.  Res.  85,  by  Sen.  Fulbright,  to  extend  for  tempo¬ 
rary  periods  oertain  housing  programs,  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953#  and  the 
Defense  IToduotion  Act  of  1950;  placed  on  the  calendar  (p.  7863).  Remarks  of 


author  (p.  7862). 


27*  PERSONNEL;  PAYROLLING.  H.  R.  7008,  by  Rep.  Barrett,  to  amend  Public  Law  587  by 
permitting  the  withholding  by  the  Federal  Government  from  wages  of  employees 
certain  taxes  imposed  by  municipalities;  to  Kays  and  Means  Committee  (p.  7955). 


26.  LANDS.  H.  R.  7023,  by  Rep,  Seely-Brown,  to  provide  for  the  conveyance  of  cer¬ 
tain  land  of  the  United  States  to  the  State  of  Connecticut;  to  Agriculture 
Committee  (o,  7955). 


29,  SUGAR.  H.  R.  7030,  by  Rep,  Cooley,  "to  amend  and  extend  the  Sugar  Act  of  19^8, 
as  amended;"  to  Agriculture  Committee  (o,  7955)* 


30,  GOVERNMENT  CODIPETITION.  H.  R.  7032,  by  Rep.  Hoffman,  Mich.,  to  provide  for 

the  termination  of  Government  operations  which  are  in  competition  with  private 
enterprise;  to  Government  Operations  Committee  (p,  7955), 


\ 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


31,  CONSERVATION.  Rep.  Bailey  inserted  a  speech  by  a  West  Virginia  farmer  dis¬ 
cussing  the  value  of  soil  conservation  practices  in  the  prevention  of  floods 
and  conservation  of  water  supply  (p.  ^6^0), 


32.  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS •  Sen.  Jackson  inserted  a  report  stating  that  the  cutback 

in  sugar  beet  acreage  in  Washington  State  is  depriving  farmers  of  one  of  their 
best  cash  crops  (pp,  ^6142-3). 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  passed  forest  mining  bill*  Senate  committee  orderod  reported 
bill  to  emond  Farm  Tenant  Act*-  Both  Houees  passed  measure  to  extend  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  through  July.  House  debated  mutual  security  bill*  Both  Houses  agreed  to 
conference  report  on  selective  service*  House  received  conference  report  on  Corn- 
moroo  appropriation  bill.  President  approved  Federal  employees  pay  bill? 


/ 


/ 


HOUSE 

/  V 

1.  FOREIGN  AID*  Began  debate  on  S.  2090,  to  amend  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  195^4- 
(pp.  8011*,  8025-51)  , 

/,  \ 

In  reporting' th is  bill,  the  committee  added  provisions  to  exempt  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities,  either  undeKthe  Mutual  Security 
Act  or  Public,  Law  4^0,  from  the  requirement  that  at  least  half  of  Government 
shipments  must  be  made  on  U.  S.  flag  vessels.  The  Senate, provision  would 
merely  have  modified  present  legislation  to  the  extent  of  exempting  shipments 
between  foreign  oountries,  under  the  mutual  security  program. 

The  committee  report  includes  the  following  statement  regarding  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  exportation  of  surplus  agricultural  commodities  through  the 
mutual  security  program: 

/ 

"Existing  law  requires  that  not  less  than  5350  million  of  the  funds  made 
available  pursuant  to  this  act  must  be  used  to  finance  the  export  and  sale 
for  foreign  currencies  for  surplus  agricultural  commodities*  This  subsection 
is  so  worded  as  to  add  $250  million  to  this,  making  the  total  0^00  million, 
including  last  year’s  authorisation.  This  means  that  <5600  million  of  fiscal 
1955  and  1950  funds  must  be  used  only  to  finance  surplus  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties.  Present  indications  are  that  more  than  <>350  million  of  fiscal  1955 
funds  will  be  used  for  this  purpose.  As  a  consequence,  it  is  probable  that 
less  than  v250  million  will  be  used  in  this  manner  in  fiscal  195&* 


2. 


"This  constitutes  a  reduotion  of  MOO  million  below  last  year's  require¬ 
ment  and  .‘>50  million  below  the  reauirement  of  the  Senate  bill*  The  committee's 
action  is  based  on  its  belief  that  since  much  less  economic  aid  is  provided 
to  Europe  under  the  oresent  bill,  where  the  principal  markets  for  agricultural 
products  are  located,  it  will  not  be  possible  to  use  a  larger  quantity  of  such 
products  in  the  aid  program." 


As  reported  in  the  House,  the  bill  authorizes  total  appropriations  of 
£>3,285,800,000,  which  is  £139*200,000  less  than  the  Senate  figure. 


HOUSING.  In  reporting  S.  2126,  the  housing  bill  (see  Digest  108),  the  committee 
agreed  to  the  provision  in  the  Senate  bill  making  available  100,000,000  addi¬ 
tional  for  farm  housing  loans,  '.>2,000,000  additional  to  permit  payment  of  annu¬ 
al  contributions  in  connection  with  such  loans,  and  10,000,000  additional 
for  special  grants  and  loans  to  make  farm  housing  safe  and  sanitary.  However, 
the  House  committee  struck  out  the  authorization,  contained  in  the  Senate  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  bill,  for  such  loans  to  be  made  on  an  insured  basis.  Regarding 
this  provision,  the  committee  report  includes  the  following  statement:  "Last 
year  your  committee  reported  and  the  Congress  enacted  as  part  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1954  a  similar  extension  of  the  title  V  program.  Your  committee  deeply 
regrets  that  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  did  not  see  fit  to  request 
any  funds  to  oarry  out  the  intent  of  the  Congress  in  this  matter.  As  a  result, 
the  title  V  farm-housing  program  has  been  dormant  since  June  30*  195^+«  It 
is  the  hope  of  your  committee  that  this  act  of  omission  will  not  be  repeated 
this  year." 

The  House  oommittee  eliminated  the  authorization  for  a  program  of  research 
and  loans  to  assist  in  elimination  of  air  pollution.  The  committee  report 


explains  that  this  action  was  taken  because  of  Senate  passage  and  House  com¬ 
mittee  approval  of  S.  928,  a  separate  bill  for  this  purpose. 

The  House  committee  adopted  an  amendment  authorizing  the  conveyance  of 
farm  labor  camps  to  local  public -housing  agencies  without  payment  for  the 
property.  The  amendment  would  require  such  agencies  to  give  first  preference 
in  the  occupancy  of  the  farm  labor  camps  to  low-income  agricultural  workers 
and  their  families  and  second  preference  to  other  low-income  persons  and  their 
families.  The  projects  would  be  required  to  be  used  for  these  purposes  and 
other  public  purposes  for  10  years  from  the  date  of  conveyance. 

The  House  committee  agreed  to  the  Senate  provision  eliminating  the  sepa¬ 
rate  limitation  of  ^100,000,000  for  farm-housing  mortgages  insured  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Housing  Administration.  The  committee  report  indicates  that  this  action 
was  taken  to  simplify  administration.  \ 

No  change  was  made  by  the  House  oommittee  in  the  Senate  provision  autho¬ 
rizing  expansion  of,  and  making  permanent,  the  public  irt>rks  advance  planning 
program. 


3.  AIR  POLLUTION.  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  with 

amendment  S.  928,  to  provide  researoh  and  technical  assistance  relating  to  air 
pollution  control  (H.  Rept,  968)  (p.  806l). 


1±.  FABRICS.  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  without  amend¬ 
ment  H.  R.  5222,  to  exempt  from  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  scarves  whicrK  do 
nqt  present  an  unusual  hazard  (H.  Rent.  969)  (o.  806l). 


5»  RESERVE  FORCES.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  ordered  reported  without  amend¬ 
ment  H.  R.  7000,  'the  new  Armed  Forces  Reserve"  bill  (o.  U628)  • 
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Report 
No.  987 


PROVIDING  FOR  THE  STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE 

FORCES 


June  28,  1955. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  7000] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably 
thereon  without  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

PURPOSE  OF  THE  BILL 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is  to  provide  the  machinery 
by  which  our  Reserve  Forces  may  be  so  organized  and  trained  that  in 
the  event  of  war,  they  can  be  mobilized  quickly  to  augment  the 
Active  Forces  in  combat  and  to  carry  out  the  internal  security  missions 
in  the  United  States.  This  will  be  accomplished  by  this  legislation 
which  provides  authority  to  increase  the  size  and  to  strengthen  the 
Reserve  Forces  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  LTnited  States,  and  by 
insuring  participation  in  Reserve  training. 

STRUCTURE  AND  SIZE  OF  THE  RESERVE  FORCES 

The  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  established  the  Ready 
Reserve  and  the  Standby  Reserve. 

The  Ready  Reserve,  within  a  statutory  limit  of  1,500,000  was  to 
contain  units  and  individuals  read>  for  active  service  (1)  in  time  of 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President,  subject  to  a  de¬ 
termination  by  the  Congress  as  to  the  numbers  to  be  called,  or  (2)  in 
an  expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  the  Congress. 
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In  actual  practice,  the  Ready  Reserve,  while  increasing  in  size  has 
not  attained  the  percentage  of  organization  or  training  recpiired  for  its 
mobilization  role. 

During  the  entire  period  of  more  than  2  years  that  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  has  been  in  effect,  the  Ready  Reserve  has  exceeded 
its  statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,000.  The  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
today  is  2,800,000.  This  number,  however,  is  in  no  wise  a  measure  of 
the  military  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Of  this  number,  only  a  little  over  700,000  are  participating  in  paid 
training,  and  this  number  does  not  represent  balanced  and  organized 
military  forces. 


TRAINING  IN  THE  READY  RESERVE 

In  the  development  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  it 
was  anticipated  that  the  Ready  Reserve  would  become  a  well  organized 
and  highly  trained  force  within  the  statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,000.  Iy 
was  believed  that  men  with  a  statutory  obligation  in  the  Read>\ 
Reserve  would  participate  in  voluntary  training  in  order  to  establish 
eligibility  for  transfer  to  the  less  vulnerable  Standby  Reserve. 

Such  has  not  been  the  case;  this  incentive  provision  alone  has  not 
produced  the  desired  result. 

Of  necessity,  some  means  to  increase  participation  in  Reserve 
training  are  essential.  Although  there  are  incentives  provided  in  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  to  encourage  participation  in  training, 
present  events  demonstrate  that  the  lack  of  participation  in  training 
programs  has  resulted  in  a  most  ineffective  Ready  Reserve. 

The  committee  believes  firmly  that  the  Ready  Reserve  will  be  only 
as  effective  as  the  percentage  of  sound,  comprehensive  training 
programs. 

Whereas  it  is  believed  that  many  men  will  faithfully  perform  their 
required  obligation,  nonetheless,  there  is  a  conviction  that  measures 
to  insure  such  performance  are  necessary. 

Under  the  bill,  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  having  an  obligation 
to  serve  may  participate  in  training  programs  involving  a  specified 
number  of  drills  or  other  periods  of  equivalent  training  and  annual 
training  of  not  to  exceed  15  days.  When  the  percentage  of  participa-jn 
tion  is  not  considered  sufficient  to  maintain  proficiency,  or  if  a  membe® 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  is  unable  to  meet  training  schedules  an  alterna¬ 
tive  of  30  days’  annual  training  is  offered. 

Should  a  member  then  fail  or  refuse  to  perform  either  of  these 
alternatives,  he  may  be  ordered  without  his  consent,  and  required  to 
perform  active  duty  for  training  for  45  days  annually. 

It  should  be  noted  that  there  is  ample  authority  in  existing  law  to 
require  participation  in  Reserve  training. 

Section  4  (d)  (3)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act, 
as  amended,  provides  in  part  as  follows: 

Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  physi¬ 
cally  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve 
component  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
•of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
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with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coa*t  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment, 
enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve 
component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served 
is  available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such 
person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment 
in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and 
to  serve  satisfactorily  therein. 

Furthermore,  section  12  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act  provides  that  any  person  who  knowingly  fails,  or  neglects, 
or  refuses  to  perform  any  duty  required  of  him  under  the  act  is  subject, 
upon  conviction  in  any  district  court  of  the  United  States,  of  competent 
jurisdiction,  to  be  punished  by  imprisonment  of  not  more  than 
5  years,  or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or  by  both  such  fine  and 
imprisonment. 

The  committee  believes  that  such  penalties  are  entirely  too  severe 
and,  consequently,  approve  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which  would 
authorize  a  person  to  be  called  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period 
of  45  days  annually  if  he  neglects  or  refuses  to  participate  in  Reserve 
training. 

SCREENING  AND  SELECTIVE  RECALL 

In  the  bill  there  is  full  recognition  that  the  national  defense  requires 
not  only  the  creation  of  adequate  military  forces,  but  also  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  an  effective  defense-supporting  economy.  Existing  law 
provides  that  records  of  members  of  the  Reserve  be  maintained 
showing  such  information  as  dependency  status,  civilian  occupation 
skills,  and  availability.  The  law  further  requires  that  in  the  event 
of  a  limited  mobilization,  attention  shall  be  given  in  ordering  reservists 
to  active  duty  to  such  conditions  as  the  nature  and  duration  of 
previous  service,  family  responsibilities,  and  employment  necessary 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  and  welfare. 

However,  no  provision  is  now  made  for  a  category  to  which  individ¬ 
uals  of  questionable  mobilization  availability  may  be  transferred. 
The  determination  of  which  reservists  would  be  ordered  into  military 
service  and  which  would  be  left  in  their  civilian  pursuits  in  time  of 
mobilization  would  have  to  be  made  by  the  military  services.  Careful 
consideration  of  individual  cases  would  be  most  difficult. 

To  correct  this  situation,  the  bill  provides  for  continuous  peacetime 
screening  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  immediate  availability  in 
the  event  of  mobilization.  Members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  with 
critical  skills,  combat  veterans,  and  those  whose  mobilization  would 
result  in  extreme  personal  or  community  hardship  will  be  screened 
for  pbssible  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve.  Criteria  for  the  screen¬ 
ing  process  will  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

Another  new  feature  in  the  bill  provides  that  members  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  will  not  be  ordered  to  active  duty  until  the  Selective 
Service  System  has  determined  their  availability  based  on  the  alloca¬ 
tion  of  skills  between  military  service  and  essential  civilian  activities. 
This  places  the  responsibility  for  availability  determination  on  an 
agency  outside  the  Department  of  Defense,  permitting  the  military 
services  to  concentrate  on  the  many  other  aspects  of  mobilization. 
It  will  also  assure  that  such  availability  determination  will  be  made 
in  the  light  of  local  conditions  well  known  to  selective  service  boards. 

Peacetime  screening  of  Ready  Reserves,  and  selective  recall  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  in  a  general  mobilization,  will  provide  a  proper 
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balance  of  military  skills  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  assure  the  minimum 
impact  of  mobilization  on  the  civilian  economy  and  minimize  the 
recurrence  of  individual  injustices  which  arose  during  the  Korean 
emergency. 

One  other  feature  of  the  hill  gives  recognition  to  manpower  require¬ 
ments  for  scientific,  professional,  technical,  and  skilled  personnel. 
Upon  a 'specific  finding  by  the  President,  persons  with  critical  skills 
engaged  in  critical  defense  supporting  industries  may  be  allowed  to 
undertake  their  military  obligation  by  volunteering  for  the  6  months' 
active  duty  for  training  program  and,  thereafter,  serve  7%  years  in 
the  Reserve,  regardless  of  the  person’s  age  at  the  time  of  entering  the 
program. 

RESERVE  OBLIGATION 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act,  every  person  entering  the  Armed  Forces  subsequent  to  the  date 
of  enactment  of  that  act  by  induction,  enlistment,  or  appointment 
incurs  a  total  8-year  obligation. 

The  bill  provides  for  lowering  this  obligation  to  a  total  of  6  years. 
It  is  believed  that  6  years  is  ample  time  to  train  a  young  man,  both 
on  active  duty  and  thereafter  in  the  Reserve  components. 

The  provisions  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  providing 
for  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  are  not  changed  by  the  bill. 

Therefore,  a  person  who  has  served  2  years  on  active  duty  and  then 
serves  satisfactorily  for  3  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  will  spend  the 
remaining  1  year  of  his  military  obligation  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

A  person  who  has  served  3  years  on  active  duty  and  then  serves 
satisfactorily  for  2  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve  will  spend  the  1  remain¬ 
ing  year  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

A  person  who  has  spent  4  years  on  active  duty  and  then  serves 
satisfactorily  for  1  year  in  the  Ready  Reserve  will  spend  1  year  in  the 
Standby  Reserve. 

A  person  who  has  served  a  total  of  5  years  on  active  duty  will  have 
no  Ready  Reserve  obligation  but  will  be  immediately  transferred  to 
the  Standby  Reserve  for  1  year. 

THE  PRESIDENT’S  POWER 

The  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  confers  upon  the  President 
the  power  to  call  units  or  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  active 
duty  in  an  emergency  proclaimed  by  him,  subject  to  the  determination 
by  Congress  of  the  numbers  to  be  called. 

In  placing  these  current  restrictions  on  the  power  of  the  President 
with  respect  to  the  Ready  Reserve,  the  Congress  recognized  the 
authority  of  the  President,  under  an  act  of  1903,  to  call  the  militia  for 
the  purpose  of  repelling  invasion  and  certain  other  purposes,  and  his 
power  to  utilize  the  Active  Forces  and  to  send  them  wherever  he 
chooses. 

In  reporting  this  bill,  the  committee  has  taken  cognizance  of  the 
changes  in  the  strategic  situation  that  have  occurred  since  enactment 
of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952.  Possession  by  the  potential 
enemy  of  weapons  of  mass  destruction  and  the  means  for  their  delivery 
on  this  country  bring  us  face  to  face  with  instantaneous  peril. 

Recognizing  that  calling  out  the  militia  is  a  cumbersome  procedure 
and  that  time  would  be  required  to  convene  Congress  should  an 
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emergency  arise  during  a  period  when  Congress  was  not  in  session, 
the  committee  has  included  in  the  bill  provisions  for  the  President  in 
an  emergency  proclaimed  by  him  to  order  1  million  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  active  duty  without  congressional  action. 

This  provision  will  permit  the  President  to  take  certain  actions 
during  the  time  required  to  assemble  Congress,  and  will  serve  notice 
to  any  potential  enemy  that  this  Nation  can  react  quickly  to  aggres¬ 
sion. 

Insofar  as  the  Standby  Reserve  is  concerned,  the  bill  provides  that 
members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  majr  be  ordered  to  active  duty  in 
time  of  war  or  of  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress,  but  only 
after  a  determination  of  availability  has  been  made  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service. 

This  determination  will  be  based  on  the  allocation  of  skills  between 
the  military  service  and  essential  civilian  activities.  This  places  the 
responsibility  for  availability  determination  on  an  agency  outside  the 
Department  of  Defense,  permitting  the  military  services  to  concen¬ 
trate  on  the  many  other  aspects  of  mobilization.  It  will  also  assure 
that  such  availability  determination  will  be  made  in  the  light  of  local 
conditions  well  known  to  selective  service  boards. 

EFFECT  OF  THE  BILL  ON  PRESENT  RESERVISTS 

The  bill  contains  the  provision  which  imposes  on  persons  entering 
the  Armed  Forces  an  obligation  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  upon 
release  from  active  service.  However,  the  bill  provides  that  no  person 
who  served  in  the  Active  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  the  Korean 
truce  date,  will  be  required  to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or 
inactive  duty  training  while  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

The  fact,  however,  that  such  individuals  have  no  statutory  training 
duty  does  not  change  their  total  military  obligation.  However, 
individuals  who  have  acquired  an  8-year  military  obligation  under  the 
1951  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act, 
will,  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  have  that  obligation  reduced  to 
6  years. 

Individuals  now  in  the  Ready  Reserve  on  other  than  a  statutory 
basis  will  be  subject  to  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  unless  they 
indicate  a  willingness  to  remain  and  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 
Individuals  in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  an  operational  statute  will 
be  subject  to  the  screening  procedures  prescribed  in  the  bill,  and  their 
transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  effected  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  without  the  need  to  establish  eligibility  therefor. 

Those  persons  affected  by  the  provision  of  transfer  from  the  Ready 
Reserve  to  the  Standby  Reserve  will  be  afforded  the  opportunity,  if 
qualified,  to  volunteer  to  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  Individuals 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  may  qualify  for  retirement  points 
and  for  promotion. 

INITIALLY  TRAINED  YOUNG  MEN  FOR  THE  RESERVE 

The  bill  contains  a  provision  whereby  young  men  below  the  age  of 
\8}i  years  may  enlist  in  the  Reserve  of  a  military  service  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  be 
deferred  from  induction  for  training  and  service  contingent  upon 
satisfactory  participation  in  Reserve  training. 
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The  draft  liability  of  men  so  deferred  will  extend  only  to  age  28. 
By  undergoing  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training,  3Toung  men 
entering  this  program  may  fulfill  their  military  obligation  in  8  years. 
This  permits  an  input  of  trained  young  men  into  the  Reserve. 

The  number  of  persons  entering  this  program  will  be  subject  to 
quotas  established  by  the  President.  In  no  case,  however,  may 
the  numbers  exceed  250,000  annually. 

The  committee  is  anxious  that  operation  of  this  program  not  inter¬ 
fere  with  persons  completing  their  high-scliool  educations.  It  is  to 
be  hoped  that  the  Department  of  Defense  will  cooperate  in  this  regard 
and  will  lend  encouragement  in  its  recruitment  campaigns  to  young 
men  to  complete  their  education. 

Young  men  while  undergoing  the  6  months  of  active  duty  for 
training  will  receive  pay  of  $50  per  month.  The  bill  makes  specific 
provisions  for  benefits  for  these  individuals,  including  disability  com¬ 
pensation  and  reemployment. 

The  bill  provides  the  young  man,  following  his  6  months  of  active  * 
duty  for  training,  60  daj^s  in  which  to  apply  for  reemplojunent.  It\ 
further  provides  that  he  shall  not  be  discharged  from  such  position 
without  cause  within  6  months  after  his  restoration  to  employment. 
Those  individuals  undergoing  17  days,  30  days,  or  45  days  of  active 
duty  for  training  in  connection  with  the  Reserve  training  program 
enjoy  reemployment  rights  under  existing  provisions  of  law;  that  is, 
paragraph  3  of  subsection  9  (g)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended. 

RESERVE  OFFICERS’  TRAINING  CORPS 

The  ROTC  program  during  peacetime  is  geared  primarily  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Reserve  Forces.  During  today’s  cold  war 
situation,  when  the  Active  Forces  are  expanded  greatly  beyond  the 
Regular  Forces,  the  Active  Force  officer  requirements  cannot  be  met 
by  the  service  academies  alone.  The  ROTC  program  must  be  capable 
of  meeting  these  additional  requirements  as  well  as  the  needs  of  the 
Reserve  Forces. 

National  policy  expressed  by  the  Congress  requires  that  the  obli¬ 
gations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  be  shared  in  a^ 
fan-  and  just  manner.  Equity  considerations  preclude  the  further^ 
deferment  from  military  service  of  ROTC  graduates  when  other 
draft-liable  persons  have  been  and  must  continue  to  be  inducted  for 
active  service.  This  consideration  had  even  greater  significance 
when  the  ROTC  students  were  deferred  while  other  individuals  were 
being  inducted  and  sent  to  Korea  for  combat. 

The  problem  thus  stems  from  the  necessity  of  having  to  produce  the 
number  of  officer  requirements  of  the  Reserve  Forces  in  addition  to  the 
needs  of  the  Active  Forces,  and  the  necessity  that  all  of  these  officers 
serve  on  active  duty.  The  problem  is  further  complicated  when  the 
Active  Force  officer  allocations  are  reduced. 

Efforts  to  solve  this  problem  have  necessitated  taking  the  following 
actions: 

1.  Permitting  the  voluntary  release  of  officers  from  the  Active 
Forces  and  liberalizing  opportunity  for  retirement; 

2.  Releasing  involuntarily  Regular  and  Reserve  officers  whose 
performance  was  least  satisfactory; 
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3.  Making  additional  strength  authorizations  above  Active 
Force  requirements  to  accommodate  remaining  ROTC  graduates. 

4.  Issuing  certificates  of  completion  entitling  ROTC  graduates 
to  be  commissioned  after  completing  obligated  service  as  enlisted 
men. 

Under  provisions  of  the  bill,  all  qualified  ROTC  graduates  will  be 
commissioned.  The  bill  provides  a  guaranty  to  commission  all 
qualified  Army  and  Air  Force  ROTC  graduates.  Upon  graduation, 
those  who  are  excess  to  the  requirements  of  the  Active  Forces  will  be 
given  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training  following  which  they  will 
complete  their  military  obligation  in  Reserve  status.  The  committee 
wishes  to  make  it  clear  that  “excess  to  requirements”  in  this  case 
refers  to  numbers  only  and  not  to  quality. 

The  provisions  of  the  bill  will  preserve  equity  among  individuals, 
will  meet  the  officer  requirements  for  our  Active  Forces,  and  will 
build  an  adequate  mobilization  base  that  will  be  available  in  the 
event  of  war.  With  the  increase  in  mobilization  requirements  for 
the  Ready  Reserve,  there  will  be  greater  opportunities  for  training 
and  promotion  for  ROTC  graduates. 

ESTIMATED  COSTS 

Based  on  planned  personnel  strength  goals,  the  Department  of 
Defense  estimated  costs  (in  millions  of  dollars)  of  the  current  Reserve 
program  for  fiscal  year  1955,  and  for  the  proposed  legislation  projected 
through  fiscal  year  1959  are  as  follows: 


[In  millions] 


Appropri- 

Estimated 

ated,  1955 

1956 

1957 

1958 

1959 

Army _ _ _ _ _ _ 

360 

529 

606 

722 

872 

Navy-Marine  Corps  . . 

162 

248 

308 

359 

395 

188 

247 

325 

413 

484 

2 132 

177 

177 

177 

Total— _ _ _ _ _ 

710 

1, 156 

1, 416 

1,671 

1,928 

1  The  figure  100,000  has  been  used  merely  as  a  basis  for  estimating  the  costs  of  the  6-month  training  pro¬ 
gram,  and  does  not  mean  the  number  to  be  trained  during  any  1  year  is  fixed  at  100,000. 

2  This  estimate  is  based  on  the  program  commencing  fiscal  year  1956  with  75  percent  of  $177  million  being 
obligated  for  1st  year. 

SIX-MONTH  TRAINEES 

The  estimated  costs  for  training  100,000  personnel  annually  in  the 
6-month  training  program  proposed  in  the  legislation  are  predicated 
on  the  passage  of  legislation.  For  this  reason  they  are  contained  in 
the  amount  shown  for  proposed  legislation  in  the  fiscal  year  1956 
budget  document. 

The  funds  requested  include  estimated  costs  of  pay  and  allowances, 
subsistence,  clothing,  transportation  and  other  military  personnel  costs 
of  the  trainees,  as  well  as  the  maintenance  and  operation  costs  required 
for  their  support. 

The  funds  requested  exclude  similar  costs  for  the  military  personnel 
that  will  be  required  for  support  as  instructors.  These  latter  costs 
are  chargeable  to  the  Active  Forces. 


8  PROVIDE  FOR  STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE  FORCES 


RESERVE  FORCES  PROGRAM  (BUDGET  CATEGORY  V) 

The  estimates  for  fiscal  years  1957  through  1959  have  been  developed 
by  projection  of  the  per  capita  costs  for  the  average  number  of  per¬ 
sonnel  expected  to  be  in  a  drill-pay  status  and  for  the  average  number 
expected  to  receive  annual  training  only. 

These  estimates  include: 

1.  Pay  and  allowances,  subsistence,  clothing,  transportation, 
and  other  military  personnel  costs.  The  estimates  of  pay  reflect 
the  enactment  of  the  Career  Incentive  Act  of  1955. 

2.  Purchase  of  individual  equipment,  maintenance  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  facilities,  maintenance  of  vehicles  and  other  equipment, 
petroleum,  oil,  lubricants,  and  related  items. 

3.  The  procurement  of  certain  classes  of  major  items,  such  as 

vehicles,  ammunition,  and  electronic  equipment  is  included  only 
for  the  Air  National  Guard.  Other  Reserve  Forces  are  supplied 
from  available  stockpiles.  * 

4.  Normal  construction  of  new  facilities  and  for  additions  to  V, 
existing  facilities. 

These  estimates  exclude: 

1 .  Costs  for  military  personnel  assigned  to  the  Reserve  program 
as  administrators  and  trainers. 

2.  Procurement  of  major  items  of  equipment,  such  as  tanks, 
guns,  heavy  weapons,  ships,  and  other  materiel.  Such  equip¬ 
ment  is  made  available  from  the  mobilization  stockpiles  of  the 
military  services  for  use  by  their  Reserve  Forces.  The  moderni¬ 
zation  of  equipment  in  the  mobilization  stockpiles  is  continuing. 
This  will  permit  such  modern  materiel  as  required  to  be  made 
available  to  the  Reserves.  No  materiel  that  duplicates  stockpile 
items  will  be  procured  solely  for  the  Reserve  Forces. 

3.  Direct  procurement  of  aircraft  for  the  Reserve  Forces  or  the 
establishment  of  a  mobilization  stockpile.  The  Department  of 
Defense  will  continue  to  modernize  all  flying  elements  of  its 
Active  Forces  and  to  provide  for  planned  expansion.  Aircraft 
will  continue  to  be  made  available  to  the  Reserve  Forces  as  they 
are  phased  out  of  the  Active  Forces.  While  the  Reserves  may 
not  be  equipped  with  aircraft  identical  to  those  in  the  Active^ 
Forces,  it  is  expected  that  those  Reserve  units  required  for  mobi-V 
lization  would  perform  their  missions  from  the  total  available 
aircraft  inventories. 

4.  A  large  portion  of  the  approximately  $1  billion  referred  to 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  as  representing  an  approximation 
of  the  requirement  for  the  accelerated  construction  of  new  and 
additional  facilities  over  the  next  5  years. 

5.  Any  increase  in  costs  which  may  result  from  the  committee 
provision  that  inactive-duty  training  shall  normally  provide  for 
an  annual  minimum  of  48  drills. 

6.  Increase  in  costs  for  guaranteeing  commissions  to  ROTC 
graduates  who  are  in  excess  of  Active  Force  requirements  and 
are  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  6  months. 

These  cost  estimates  present  an  order  of  magnitude  only,  and  are 
not  based  on  detailed  programs. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Representatives  of  the  Department  of  Defense  appeared  as  witnesses 
during  committee  consideration  of  the  bill  and  interposed  no  objection 
to  its  enactment. 


SECTIONAL  ANALYSIS  OF  THE  BILL 

Subsection  ( 1 ),  military  obligation. — This  subsection  amends  sub¬ 
section  4  (d)  (3),  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  by 
lowering  the  total  military  obligation  from  8  years  to  6  years.  This 
applies  only  to  inductees  and  volunteers  who  have  been  on  active 
dut}T  for  training  and  service. 

Subsection  (2),  fulfillment  of  military  obligation. — This  subsection 
further  amends  paragraph  3  of  subsection  4  (d)  as  follows: 

Provides  that  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  shall  be 
.  discharged  at  his  request.  Further,  any  student  who  is  preparing  for 
)  the  ministry  and  attending  a  theological  or  divinity  school  is  not 
required  to  serve  on  active  duty  or  training  duty. 

Also  provides  that,  any  person  may  enlist  in  the  Armv  Reserve,  the 
Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and 
the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  for  a  period  of  6  veers.  When  he  enlists, 
he  must  agree  to  accept  active  duty  for  a  period  of  2  years.  Following 
the  completion  of  his  active  duty,  he  will  be  required  to  serve  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which,  when  added  to  the  time  he  spends 
on  active  duty,  shall  total  5  years.  The  remaining  year  is  spent  in  the 
Standby  Reserve.  This  is  conditioned  on  his  satisfactorily  partici¬ 
pating  in  Reserve  training  with  such  unit.  This  places  this  reservist 
on  the  same  basis  as  the  inductee  or  volunteer  as  far  as  his  Reserve 
obligation  is  concerned. 

Subsection  (8),  direct  entry  into  Reserve. — This  subsection  is  a  limited 
authority  which  expires  on  July  1,  1959,  and  provides  that  whenever 
the  President  finds  that  the  strength  of  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval 
Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  the 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the  strengths  he  deems 
sufficient,  he  mav  authorize,  under  such  regulations  as  may  be  pre- 
.  scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  acceptance  of  volunteers 
)  under  the  age  of  1 8)2  for  enlistment  in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval 
Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  the 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  up  to  a  total  of  250,000  persons  annually.  Such 
persons  shall  be  deferred  from  the  draft  so  long  as  they  continue  to 
satisfactorily  serve  and  participate  in  Reserve  training.  Those 
persons  who  have  undergone  no  active  duty  for  training  will  remain 
liable  for  induction  until  age  28  if  they  should  cease  to  satisfactorily 
participate  with  such  reserve  components. 

Subsection  (J),  ROTC. — Any  person  who  successfully  graduates 
from  college  after  completing  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC,  or  the 
Marine  Corps  Platoon  Leaders’  Class  shall  be  guaranteed  a  com¬ 
mission  in  the  Reserve  of  the  appropriate  service.  If  such  graduates 
exceed  the  number  required  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and 
service,  such  excessive  numbers  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
6  months  and  thereafter  will  be  returned  to  an  appropriate  Reserve 
unit  to  spend  the  remainder  of  their  military  obligation.  If  they 
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should  fail  to  train  after  being  returned  to  their  Reserve  unit,  their 
commission  will  be  revoked. 

Subsection  (5),  initial  training. — Any  person  who  enlists  in  the 
Reserve  and  at  the  time  of  enlistment  volunteers  for  6  months  of  active 
duty  for  training  will  receive  an  overall  8-year  obligation  of  service 
and  he  will  not  be  subject  to  the  draft  except  after  a  declaration  of 
war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress.  This  subsection 
also  provides  that  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Presi¬ 
dent  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  undergoing  6  months  of 
active  duty  for  training,  and  the  Commission  shall  report  annually 
to  the  Congress.  However,  it  can  only  advise  and  report  on  matters 
relating  to  the  welfare  of  the  persons  and  not  with  respect  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  training  required. 

This  subsection  also  provides  that  the  President  may  allow  persons 
with  critical  skills  engaged  in  critical  defense  supporting  industries 
and  research  to  fulfill  their  military  obligation  by  taking  the  6  months 
active  duty  for  training,  and  completing  7%  years  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  regardless  of  the  age  they  enter  the  program. 

The  subsection  further  provides  that  6  months  trainees  will  be  paid 
at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month  and,  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and 
travel,  will  be  treated  as  if  they  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l.  They 
will  also  be  entitled  to  benefits  of  Public  Law  108,  81st  Congress,  and 
the  benefits  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940  (with 
the  exception  of  sec.  621)  and  the  automatic  indemnity  coverage 
under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951. 

Subsection  6,  reemployment. — Persons  who  perform  6  months  of 
active  duty  for  training  are  guaranteed  employment  rights  within  6 
months  after  their  release.  Any  person  restored  to  a  position  which 
has  been  vacated,  cannot  be  discharged  from  such  position  without 
cause  within  6  months  after  his  restoration.  Under  present  law, 
anyone  taking  active-duty  training,  that  is  the  17,  30,  or  45  day  train¬ 
ing  periods  will  have  his  reemployment  rights  preserved. 

Section  2,  Reserve  membership  and  obligation. — This  section  provides 
that  any  person  who  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Active 
Forces  after  July  27,  1953,  shall,  upon  his  release  become  a  member 
of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Thereafter,  he  may  be  required  to  perform 
active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty,  by  either  attending  48 
assemblies  for  drill  per  annum,  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  training; 
in  addition  to  one  of  these,  he  must  also  serve  on  active  duty  for  a 
maximum  of  17  days  annually. 

If  he  finds  that  he  cannot  perform  training  in  this  manner,  he  may 
select  the  alternative  of  taking  30  days’  active  duty  for  training 
annually. 

If  he  refuses  to  perform  any  type  of  training,  as  outlined  above,  he 
may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training,  without  his  consent,  for 
not  to  exceed  45  days  annually. 

No  person  who  served  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will  he  required  to 
participate  in  active  duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  training  in 
the  Ready  Reserve. 

This  section  also  provides  that  there  shall  be  a  continuous  screening 
of  units  and  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that  in  case  of 
mobilization  there  will  be  no  significant  attrition,  there  will  be  a 
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proper  balance  of  military  skills,  recognition  will  be  given  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  combat  and  persons  may  be  screened  into  the  Standby  Reserve 
because  of  extreme  personal  or  community  hardship. 

The  last  paragraph  of  this  section  provides  that  a  person  may  be 
transferred  from  the  Ready  Reserve  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Section  3,  selective  recall. — This  paragraph  provides  that  members 
of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  only  ordered  to  active  duty  in  time 
of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress,  but  then  only 
after  a  determination  of  their  availability  by  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service. 

Section  size  of  Beady  Reserve.- — This  amends  existing  law  and 
changes  the  statutory  size  of  the  Readv  Reserve  from  a  maximum 
of  1,500,000  to  2,900,000. 

Section  5,  reports. — This  section  provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  must  report  to  the  Congress  annually  on  the  progress  in 
strengthening  the  Reserve  Forces. 

Section  6,  authority  of  the  President. — This  amends  existing  law  by 
providing  that  the  President  (without  reference  to  a  congressional 
mandate)  may  order  1  million  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to 
active  duty.  In  excess  of  this  number,  such  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  may  be  only  ordered  to  active  duty  in  the  numbers  as  may 
be  determined  by  the  Congress. 


CHANGES  IN  EXISTING  LAW 

In  compliance  with  clause  3  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  there  is  herewith  printed  in  parallel  columns  the 
text  of  provisions  of  existing  laws  which  would  be  repealed  or  amended 
by  the  various  provisions  of  the  bill. 

EXISTING  LAW  THE  BILL 


The  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  Amended 

Sec.  4  (d.)  (3).  Each  person  who  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
paragraph,  is  inducted.,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve 
components  thereof,  or  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his 
birth  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  re¬ 
serve  component,  for  a  total  period  of 
eight  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on 
the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in 
accordance  with  regulations  and  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard).  Each  such  person,  on 
release  from  active  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
shall  if  physically  and  mentally  quali¬ 
fied,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  compo¬ 
nent  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall 


To  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces,  and  for  other  purposes 


That  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act  (62  Stat.  604),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  amended  bv 
striking  out  the  words  “eight  years” 
and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “six  years”. 
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EXISTING  LAW 


THE  BILL 


serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the 
period  which  he  is  required  to  serve 
under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve 
component  during  such  period.  In  case 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlist¬ 
ment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in, 
or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a 
reserve  component  or  an  officers’  train¬ 
ing  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which 
he  served  is  available  to  and  can,  with¬ 
out  undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled 
by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept 
appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment 
to  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  train¬ 
ing  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily 
therein.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  may 
provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be 
as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the 
peiiods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section  of  individuals  who  volunteer 
for  and  are  accepted  into  organized 
units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and 
Air  National  Guard  and  other  reserve 
components.  Nothing  in  this  subsec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any 
person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or 
called  to  active  duty  in  such  Armed 
Force. 


(2)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  further 

amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following:  “ Provided ,  however,  That 
any  person  who,  while  otherwise  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  becomes  a 
regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 
religion  shall,  at  his  request,  be  entitled 
to  a  discharge  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense:  Provided  further,  That  a  stu¬ 
dent  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a 
recognized  theological  or  divinity  school 
shall  not  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
duty,  active  training  and  service,  active, 
duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty 
training  while  in  such  status:  Provided 
further,  That  any  person  enlisting  in  the 
Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force 
Reserve,  or  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  for 
a  period  of  six  years,  which  enlistments 
are  hereby  authorized,  must  agree  to 
accept  active  dut\  for  a  period  of  two 
years.  Following  completion  of  such 
duty,  he  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  for  a  period  which,  when  added 
to  the  time  spent  on  active  duty,  shall 
total  five  years,  providing  he  partici¬ 
pates  satisfactorily.” 
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Sec.  6  (c).  Reserve  components 
"exemptions. —  (1)  Persons  who,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1951,  were  members  of  organ¬ 
ized  units  of  the  federally  recognized 
National  Guard,  the  federally  recog¬ 
nized  Air  National  Guard,  the  Officers’ 
Reserve  Corps,  the  Regular  Army  Re¬ 
serve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  the  En¬ 
listed  Reserve  Corps,  the  Naval  Reserve, 
the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  the  Public  Health 
Service  Reserve,  shall,  so  long  as  they 
continue  to  be  such  members  and  satis¬ 
factorily  participate  in  scheduled  drills 
and  training  periods  as  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  exempt 
from  training  and  service  by  induction 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  but 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration 
unless  on  active  duty. 

(2)  (A)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  any  State  determines  and  issues 
a  proclamation  to  the  effect  that  the 
authorized  strength  of  any  organized 
unit  of  the  National  Guard  of  his  State 
cannot  be  maintained  by  the  enlistment 
•or  appointment  of  persons  referred  to  in 
subsection  6  (b)  (2)  or  persons  who  are 
not  liable  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title,  any  person  who  prior  to  at¬ 
taining  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six 
months,  prior  to  the  determination  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  adequate 
trained  personnel  are  available  to  the 
National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain 
its  strength  authorized  by  current  ap¬ 
propriations,  and  prior  to  the  issuance 
■of  orders  for  him  to  report  for  induction, 
enlists  or  accepts  appointment  in  any 
such  organized  unit  shall  be  deferred 
from  training  and  service  under  this 
Title  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve 
satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such  or¬ 
ganized  unit. 

(B)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection 
■  (b),  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  or 
■clause  (A)  of  this  paragraph,  no  person 
who  shall  become  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  title  shall  thereby  be  exempt  from 
registration  or  training  and  service  by 
induction  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Title. 

Sec.  6.  (d)  Officers’  training;  de¬ 
ferment  OF  STUDENTS  AUTHORIZED. - 

(1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
any  person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may 
hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment 
or  continuance  in  the  senior  division, 
Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps, 
or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
officer  candidate  training  program  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946 
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(3)  Subsection  6  (c)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  designation  of  present 
clause  (B)  paragraph  (2)  to  clause  (C), 
and  inserting  new  clause  (B)  as  follows: 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  whenever  the 
President  finds  that  the  authorized 
strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve  or 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  main¬ 
tained  at  the  strengths  deemed  suffi¬ 
cient  by  him,  he  may  authorize,  under 
such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  that  volun¬ 
teers  be  accepted,  within  quotas  to  be 
established  by  him  (the  quotas  not  to 
exceed  a  total  of  two  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  persons  annually  for  such  re¬ 
serve  components)  and  thereafter  any 
person,  prior  to  attaining  the  age  of 
eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him  to  re¬ 
port  for  induction  may  volunteer  in  the 
Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve  or 
Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  units  thereof, 
and  such  persons  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as  he 
continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 
member  of  such  reserve  component  in 
accordance  with  section  2  of  this  Act. 
Any  person  deferred  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section  shall  remain  liable 
for  induction  until  attaining  the  twenty- 
eighth  anniversary  of  his  birth  if  he 
ceases  to  satisfactorily  participate  in 
such  reserve  components.” 


(4)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “Upon  graduation  persons  who 
successfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air 
Force  ROTC  course  or  the  Marine 
Corps  platoon  leaders’  class  and  are 
qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the 
reserve  of  the  appropriate  service. 
Thereafter,  such  persons  in  excess  of 
the  active  forces  requirements  existing 
at  that  time,  shall  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  six 
months  with  the  service  in  which  com- 
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(60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  missioned.  Upon  the  completion  of 


Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of 
the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class 
of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  pro¬ 
curement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard 
and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional 
training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to 
accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and 
to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  military  department  having 
jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less 
than  two  years  on  active  duty  after 
receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C)  agrees 
to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or 
reserve  component  until  the  eighth 
anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commis¬ 
sion  in  accordance  with  his  obligation 
under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this 
title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction 
under  this  title  until  after  completion  or 
termination  of  the  course  of  instruction 
and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular 
or  reserve  status  upon  being  commis¬ 
sioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from 
registration.  Such  persons,  except  those 
persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  military 
training  or  an  equivalent  period  of 
active  military  training  and  service, 
shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in  such 
programs  to  complete  a  period  of  train¬ 
ing  equal  (as  determined  under  regula¬ 
tions  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 
to  an  initial  period  of  military  training. 
There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated 
active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such 
obligatory  service  in  return  for  financial 
assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 
college  under  any  such  training  program 
a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 


such  active  duty  for  training  such  person 
shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty  and 
assigned  to  an  appropriate  reserve  unit 
for  the  remainder  of  the  military  obli¬ 
gation.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
develop  standards  and  regulations  to 
require  satisfactory  participation  by 
such  a  person.  Failure  to  meet  these 
standards  may  result  in  his  commission 
in  the  reserve  being  revoked.” 


(5)  Add  new  subsection  6  (p)  as 
follows: 

“Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  this  Act,  no  person  who  is  honorably 
discharged  upon  the  completion  of  eight 
years  of  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to 
enlistment  or  appointment  under  the 
authority  of  subsection  (c),  paragraph 
(2),  clause  (B)  of  this  section,  which 
satisfactory  service  includes  six  con¬ 
secutive  months  of  active  duty  for 
training  performed  pursuant  to  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act, 
except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or 
national  emergency  made  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  subsection.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  the  words  ‘active 
duty7  for  training’  means  full-time  duty 
in  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  for  training  purposes, 
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Sec.  9.  (g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  sub¬ 
sequent  to  June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  in  a  reserve  component)  and 
who  serves  for  not  more  than  four  years 


The  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
President,  as  Commander-in-Chief,  with 
respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  while 
serving  on  active  duty  for  training  for 
six  months  under  this  subsection.  The 
National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  report  with  respect  to  the  welfare 
of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  advice  and  reports  rendered 
by  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  be  with  reference  to  the  welfare 
of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  required. 
The  President  is  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  selection  of 
persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
critical  defense-supporting  industries 
and  research  who  may  be  allowed,  not¬ 
withstanding  their  age  at  the  time  they 
are  ordered  to  report  for  induction,  to 
fulfill  their  military  obligation  by  serv¬ 
ing  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years  under  the  terms  of  this  subsection. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  a  person  while  undergoing  six 
months’  active  duty  for  training  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  subsection  shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the 
amount  of  $50  a  month,  as  well  as 
for  any  period  of  hospitalization 
incident  thereto; 

“(ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsist¬ 
ence  and  travel  and  transportation 
allowances  and  title  IV  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949r 
as  amended,  be  treated  as  if  he 
were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l 
(under  four  months) ,  and 

“(iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits 
authorized  for  reservists  by  Public 
Law  108,  Eightv-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat. 
201)  (for  the  purposes  of  which  the 
term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  shall 
be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval 
or  military  service’),  except  that  he 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  section  621  of  the  National  Serv¬ 
ice  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  and  the  automatic  in¬ 
demnity  coverage  under  the  Serv- 
icesmen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951, 
as  amended,  shall  be  limited  to 
thirty  days  after  separation  or  re¬ 
lease  from  the  initial  six  months  of 
active  duty  training.” 
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(plus  any  period  of  additional  service 
imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  en¬ 
titled  upon  release  from  service  under 
honorable  conditions  to  all  the  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  and  other  benefits  provi  led 
for  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons 
inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this 
itle. 

(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty 
(other  than  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  his  physical  fitness),  whether  or 
not  voluntarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  or  the  Public 
Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order 
or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his 
relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the 
reemployment  rights  and  benefits  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of 
persons  inducted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active 
duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the 
date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as 
soon  after  the  expiration  of  such  four 
years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders 
relieving  him  from  active  duty. 

(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  posi¬ 
tion  described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B) 
of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be 
granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  em¬ 
ployer  for  the  purpose  of  being  inducted 
into,  entering,  determining  his  physical 
fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training 
duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States.  Upon  his  release  from 
training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such 
employee  shall,  if  he  makes  application 
for  reinstaten  ent  within  thirty  days 
following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his 
position  without  reduction  in  his  senior¬ 
ity,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduc¬ 
tion  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated. 


(6)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  paragraph,  to 
be  known  as  paragraph  (4),  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Any  person  who  performs  6  months 
of  active  duty  for  training  pursuant  to, 
and  as  defined  in  subsection  6  (pj  of  this 
act  shall  be  entitled,  upon  application 
for  reemployment  within  60  days  after 
(a)  release  following  satisfactory  com¬ 
pletion  of  required  training  or  (b)  from 
hospitalization  continuing  after  dis¬ 
charge  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  6 
months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and 
benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the 
case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  except  that  any  per¬ 
son  so  restored  to  a  position  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  title 
shall  not  be  discharged  from  such  posi¬ 
tion  without  cause,  within  6  months 
after  such  restoration.” 
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Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required  to 
serve  in  a  reserve  component  pursuant 
to  law,  shall,  upon  becoming  a  member 
of  a  reserve  component,  be  placed  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  his  Armed  Force  for 
the  remainder  of  his  required  term  of 
service  unless  eligible  for  transfer  to  the 
Standby  Reserve  under  subsection  (f)  of 
this  section. 

(b)  Any  member  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  in  an  active  status  on  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Act  may  be  placed  in 
the  Ready  Reserve. 

(c)  All  units  and  members  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and 
Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
Army;  and 

(d)  All  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  assigned  to  units  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  which  are 
designated  as  units  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

(e)  Subject  to  such  regulations  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
any  member  of  the  reserve  components 
may,  at  any  time  upon  his  request,  be 
placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  if  qualified. 
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Sec.  2.  Section  208  of  the  Armed- 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (Public 
Law  476,  Eighty-second  Congress)  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows- 
(1)  Redesignating  subsections  (g), 
(h),  and  (i)  as  (h),  fi),  and  (j),  and 
adding  a  new  subsection  (g)  as  follows: 

“(g)  Unless  otherwise  provided  by 
law,  each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or 
appointed  in  the  Active  Forces  after 
July  27,  1953,  shall  upon  his  release 
from  active  service  become  a  member 
of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Thereafter  such 
person  may  be  required  to  perform 
active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty 
training  in  the  following  manner: 


“(1)  An  annual  minimum  of 
forty-eight  assemblies  for  drill;  or 
“(2)  When  authorized  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary  concerned, 
other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
and  in  addition  to  either  (1)  or  (2)  above, 
an  annual  period  of  active  duty  for 
training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen 
days.” 

Whenever  a  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  the  reserve  components  of 
the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve, 
the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force 
Reserve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve 
elects  not  to  participate  in  any  of  the 
foregoing  procedures,  such  member  shall 
be  offered  the  alternative  of  active  duty 
for  training  of  not  to  exceed  thirty  days 
annually.  Any  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  the  reserve  component  of  the 
Armv  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force 
Reserve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve 
■who  fails  through  refusal,  when  able  to 
perform  his  obligation  pursuant  to  the 
above  alternatives,  may  by  competent 
authority  be  ordered  to  and  required  to 
perform  active  duty  for  training,  without 
his  consent,  for  not  to  exceed  forty-five 
days  annually.  Notwithstanding  any 
other  provision  of  law,  a  person  who 
served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will  not 
be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may 
hereafter  agree,  to  participate  in  active 
duty  for  training  or  in  inactive  duty- 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 
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(f)  Except  in  time  of  war  or  national 
emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress,  any  member  of  the  reserve 
components  who  is  not  serving  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  shall,  upon  his  request,  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  for  the 
remainder  of  his  term  of  service — 

(1)  if  he  has  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  not  less  than  a 
total  of  five  years; 

(2)  if,  having  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  a  total  of  less  than 
five  years,  he  has  satisfactorily 
participated,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  in  an  ac¬ 
credited  training  program  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which 
when  added  to  his  period  of  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  totals  not  less  than 
five  years  or  such  lesser  period  of 
time  as  the  appropriate  Secre¬ 
tary  (with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of 
a  Secretary  of  a  Military  Depart¬ 
ment)  may  prescribe  in  the  case  of 
satisfactory  participation  in  such 
accredited  training  programs  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  may  desig¬ 
nate; 

(3)  if  he  has  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  not  less  than 
twelve  months  between  December 
7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945, 
and,  in  addition  thereto,  has  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  for  not 
less  than  twelve  months  subsequent 
to  June  25,  1950;  or 

(4)  if  he  has  served  as  a  member 
of  one  or  more  reserve  components 
subsequent  to  September  2,  1945, 
for  not  less  than  eight  years. 

(g)  No  member  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve  without  the  consent  of  the 
governor  or  other  anpropiiate  authority 
of  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  of 
Columbia  concerned. 

Sec.  233.  (a)  In  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  hereafter  declared  by 
the  Congress,  or  when  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the. members 
thereof,  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a 
unit  organized  for  the  purpose  of  serving 
as  such,  of  any  reserve  component  may, 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to 
active  d'uty  for  the  duration  of  the  war 
or  national  emergency  and  for  six 
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(2)  Section  208  (f)  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  words  “upon  his 
request’’. 

(3)  Subsection  (j)  as  redesignated  is 
amended  by  deleting  (g)  where  it  ap¬ 
pears  therein  and  substituting  (h). 

(4)  Add  a  new  subsection  (k)  as 
follows: 

“(k)  Finder  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President,  each  Armed  Force  of  the 
United  States  shall  provide  a  system  of 
continuous  screening  of  units  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure 
that — 

“(a)  no  significant  attrition  will 
occur  to  those  members  or  units 
during  a  mobilization; 

“(b)  there  will  be  a  proper  bal¬ 
ance  of  military  skills; 

“(c)  members  of  the  Reserve 
forces  possessing  critical  civilian 
skills  will  not  be  retained  in  num¬ 
bers  beyond  the  requirements  for 
those  skills  except  for  persons  who 
have  military  skills  for  which  there 
is  an  overriding  requirement; 

“(d)  with  due  respect  to  national 
security  and  military  requirements, 
recognition  is  given  to  participation 
in  combat;  and 

“(e)  members  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  whose  mobilization  in  an 
emergency  would  result  in  extreme 
personal  or  community  hardship 
are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

(5)  Add  a  new  subsection  (1)  as 
follows: 

“(1)  Finder  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  appropriate  Secretary,  any  member 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.” 


Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  233  (a)  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  in  time  of 
war,  or  of  national  emergency  declared 
by  Congress,  after  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act,  members  of  the  Stand¬ 
by  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  only  after  a  determination  of  avail¬ 
ability  by  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service. 
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months  thereafter,  but  members  on  an 
inactive  status  list  or  in  a  retired  status 
shall  not  be  ordered  to  active  duty  with¬ 
out  their  consent  unless  the  appropriate 
Secretary  (with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of  a 
Secretary  of  a  Military  Department) 
determines  that  adequate  numbers  of 
qualified  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  in  an  active  status  or  in  the 
inactive  National  Guard  in  the  required 
category  are  not  readily  available. 

(b)  (1)  In  time  of  national  emergency 
hereafter  proclaimed  by  the  President  or 
when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any 
unit  and  the  members  thereof,  or  any 
member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  may,  by  competent  authority, 
be  ordered  to  and  required  to  perform 
active  duty  involuntarily  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  twenty-four  consecutive 
months:  Provided,  That  Congress  shall 
determine  the  number  of  members  of  the 
reserve  components  necessary  for  the 
national  security  to  be  ordered  to  active 
duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection  prior 
to  the  exercise  of  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  this  subsection. 

(2)  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Congress  in 
view  of  hardship  situations  developed  by 
the  Korean  hostilities  that  in  the  interest 
of  fair  treatment  as  between  members  in 
the  Ready  Reserve  involuntarily  re¬ 
called  for  duty,  attention  shall  be  given 
to  the  duration  and  nature  of  previous 
service,  with  the  objective  of  assuring 
such  sharing  of  hazardous  exposure  as 
the  national  security  and  the  military 
requirement  will  reasonably  permit,  to 
family  responsibilities,  and  to  employ¬ 
ment.  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
interest.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  promulgate  such  policies  and  estab¬ 
lish  such  procedures  as  may  be  required 
in  his  opinion  to  carry  out  our  intent 
here  declared,  and  shall  from  time  to 
time,  and  at  least  annually,  report  to  the 
Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Congress  respecting  the  same. 

(c)  At  any  time,  any  unit  and  the 
members  thereof,  or  any  member  not 
assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the 
purpose  of  serving  as  such,  in  an  active 
status  in  any  reserve  component  may, 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to 
and  required  to  perform  active  duty  or 
active  duty  for  training,  without  his 
consent,  for  not  to  exceed  fifteen  days 
annually:  Piovided,  That  units  and 
members  of  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  shall  not  be 
ordered  to  or  required  to  serve  on  active 
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Sec.  6.  Section  233  (b)  (1)  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  period  at  the  end  thereof 
and  adding  the  following:  “in  excess  of 
1,000,000  members  comprised  of  units 
and  members  thereof  or  any  member  not 
assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  as  serving  as  such”. 
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duty  in  the  service  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  this  subsection  without  the 
consent  of  the  Governor  of  the  State  or 
Territory  concerned,  or  the  Command¬ 
ing  General  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
National  Guard. 

(d)  A  member  of  a  reserve  component 
may,  by  competent  authority,  be  or¬ 
dered  to  active  duty  or  active  duty  for 
training  at  any  time  with  his  consent: 
Provided,  That  no  member  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
or  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  so  ordered  without  the 
consent  of  the  Governor  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  authority  of  the  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  or  District  of  Columbia  concerned. 

Sec.  205  (a).  The  Ready  Reserve  con¬ 
sists  of  those  units  or  members  of  the 
reserve  components,  or  both,  who  are 
liable  for  active  duty  either  in  time  of 
war,  in  time  of  national  emergency  de¬ 
clared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by 
the  President,  or  when  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  by  law. 

(b)  The  authorized  aggregate  person¬ 
nel  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall 
not  exceed  a  total  of  one  million  five 
hundred  thousand. 
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Sec.  4.  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  is  amended 
by  striking  the  words  “one  million  five 
hundred  thousand”  and  inserting  the 
words  “two  million  nine  hundred  thou¬ 
sand”. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
cause  records  to  be  maintained  in  the 
three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons 
participating  in  active  duty  for  training 
in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  shall  report  in  January  of  each 
year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  the  progress  as  to  the  strength¬ 
ening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  23, 1955 

Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

June  28, 1955 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  (62 

4  Stat.  604) ,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

5  (1)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 

6  words  “eight  years”  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the 

7  words  “six  years”. 

8  (2)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  further  amended  by  adding 

9  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  “ Provided,  however,  That 

10  any  person  who,  while  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions 

11  of  this  Act,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 
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religion  shall,  at  his  request,  be  entitled  to  a  discharge  in 
accordance  with  regulations  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense :  Provided  further ,  That  a  student  preparing  for  the 
ministry  in  a  recognized  theological  or  divinity  school  shall 
not  be  required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  active  training  and 
service,  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
while  in  such  status:  Provided  further,  That  any  person 
enlisting  in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  for  a  period  of  six  years,  which  enlistments 
are  hereby  authorized,  must  agree  to  accept  active  duty  for  a 
period  of  two  years.  Following  completion  of  such  duty, 
he  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  time  spent  on  active  duty,  shall 
total  five  years,  providing  he  participates  satisfactorily.”. 

(3)  Subsection  6  (c)  is  amended  by  changing  the  des¬ 
ignation  of  present  clause  (b)  paragraph  (2)  to  clause 
(C) ,  and  inserting  new  clause  (B)  as  follows: 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President  finds  that 
the  authorized  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at 
the  strengths  deemed  sufficient  by  him,  he  may  authorize, 
under  such  regulations  as  may  he  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  that  volunteers  be  accepted,  within  quotas 
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to  be  established  by  him  (the  quotas  not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  persons  annually  for  such 
reserve  components)  and  thereafter  any  person,  prior  to 
attaining  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him  to  report  for  induction 
may  volunteer  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  units  thereof,  and  such  persons  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as 
he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such 
reserve  component  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  this  Act. 
Any  person  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
remain  liable  for  induction  until  attaining  the  twenty-eighth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  if  he  ceases  to  satisfactorily  partici¬ 
pate  in  such  reserve  components/’ 

(4)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at 

the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  graduation  persons 
who  successfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC 
course  or  the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders’  class  and  are 
qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve  of  the  appro¬ 
priate  service.  Thereafter,  such  persons  in  excess  of  the 
active  forces  requirements  existing  at  that  time,  shall  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  six  months 
with  the  service  in  which  commissioned.  Upon  the  comple- 
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tion  of  such  active  duty  for  training  such  person  shall  be 
returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an  appropriate 
reserve  unit  for  the  remainder  of  the  military  obligation. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  develop  standards  and  regula¬ 
tions  to  require  satisfactory  participation  by  such  a  person. 
Failure  to  meet  these  standards  may  result  in  his  commission 
in  the  reserve  being  revoked.” 

(5)  Add  new  subsection  6  (p)  as  follows: 

“Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  Act,  no 
person  who  is  honorably  discharged  upon  the  completion 
of  eight  }^ears  of  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  enlistment 
or  appointment  under  the  authority  of  subsection  (c) ,  para¬ 
graph  (2),  clause  (B)  of  this  section,  which  satisfactory 
service  includes  six  consecutive  months  of  active  duty  for 
training  performed  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  words  ‘active  duty  for  training’ 
mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  for  training  purposes.  The  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Commission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  President,  as  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  while 
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serving  on  active  duty  for  training  for  six  months  under 
this  subsection.  The  National  Security  Training  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  report  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  such  per¬ 
sons  annually  to  the  Congress.  The  advice  and  reports  ren¬ 
dered  by  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  reference  to  the  welfare 
of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with  respect  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  training  required.  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide 
for  the  selection  of  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
critical  defense-supporting  industries  and  research  who  may 
be  allowed,  notwithstanding  their  age  at  the  time  they 
are  ordered  to  report  for  induction,  to  fulfill  their  military 
obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  under  the 
terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  a  person  while  undergoing  six  months’  active 
duty  for  training  provided  for  in  this  subsection  shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of  $50  a 
month,  as  well  as  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  inci¬ 
dent  thereto; 

“  (ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  be  treated  as 
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if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  four 
months)  ;  and 

“(iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized  for 
reservists  by  Public  Law  108,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201)  (for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  which  the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  shall 
be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval  or  military  service’) , 
except  that  be  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  sec¬ 
tion  621  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  the  automatic  indemnity  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951. 
as  amended,  shall  be  limited  to  thirty  days  after  sepa¬ 
ration  or  release  from  the  initial  six  months  of  active 
duty  training.” 

(6)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  defined  in  subsection  6  (p) 
of  this  Act  shall  be  entitled,  upon  application  for  reemploy¬ 
ment  within  sixty  days  after  (a)  release  following  satisfac¬ 
tory  completion  of  required  training  or  (b)  from  hospitali¬ 
zation  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not  more  than 
six  months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided 
by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provi- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


( 


sions  of  this  title,  except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a 
position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall 
not  be  discharged  from  such  position  without  cause,  within 
six  months  after  such  restoration.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  208  of  the  Armed  Forces  Eeserve  Act 
of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  Eighty-second  Congress)  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows : 

(1)  Eedesignating  subsections  (g) ,  (h) ,  and  (i)  as 
(h),  (i) ,  and  (j),  and  adding  a  new  subsection  (g)  as 
follows : 

“(g)  Unless  otherwise  provided  by  law,  each  person 
inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Active  Forces  after 
July  27,  1953,  shall  upon  his  release  from  active  service 
become  a  member  of  the  Eeady  Eeserve.  Thereafter  such 
person  may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training 
or  inactive  duty  training  in  the  following  manner: 

“  (1)  An  annual  minimum  of  forty-eight  assemblies 
for  drill;  or 

“  (2)  When  authorized  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
concerned,  other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
and  in  addition  to  either  (1)  or  (2)  above,  an  annual  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen  days.” 

Whenever  a  member  of  the  Eeady  Eeserve  of  the  re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Army  Eeserve,  the  Naval  Eeserve, 
the  Marine  Corps  Eeserve,  the  Air  Force  Eeserve,  and  the 
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Coast  Guard  Reserve  elects  not  to  participate  in  any  of  the 
foregoing  procedures,  such  member  shall  be  offered  the 
alternative  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  thirty 
days  annually.  Any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
reserve  component  of  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve, 
and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  who  fails  through  refusal, 
when  able  to  perform  his  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above 
alternatives,  may  by  competent  authority  be  ordered  to  and 
required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training,  without  his 
consent,  for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  annually.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person  who  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953, 
will  not  be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may  hereafter 
agree,  to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  in¬ 
active  duty  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

(2)  Section  208  (f)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  “upon  his  request”. 

(3)  Subsection  (j)  as  redesignated  is  amended  by 
deleting  (g)  where  it  appears  therein  and  substituting  (h) . 

(4)  Add  a  new  subsection  (k)  as  follows: 

“(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President, 
each  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a 
system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 
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“  (a)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization; 

“(b)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills ; 

“(c)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing  crit¬ 
ical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  be¬ 
yond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  persons 
who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  overriding 
requirement ; 

“(d)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  mili¬ 
tary  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participation 
in  combat ;  and 

“(e)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  wdiose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

(5)  Add  a  new  subsection  (1)  as  follows: 

“  (1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.” 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  233 
(a)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  in  time 
of  war,  or  of  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress, 
after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  members  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  only 
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after  a  determination  of  availability  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service. 

Sec.  4.  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952  is  amended  by  striking  the  words  “one  million 
five  himdred  thousand”  and  inserting  the  words  “two 
million  nine  hundred  thousand”. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 
be  maintained  in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 
duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 
January  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
on  the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces. 

Sec.  6.  Section  233  (b)  (1)  is  amended  by  deleting 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  adding  the  following: 
“in  excess  of  1,000,000  members  comprised  of  units  and 
members  thereof  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit 
organized  for  the  purposes  as  serving  as  such”. 
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84th  Congress  1  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
1st  Session  f 


Report 
No.  995 


CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  7000 


June  29,  1955. — Referred  to  the  Ropse  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Bolling,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  291] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  291,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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84th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


House  Calendar  No.  1 05 

H.  RES.  291 

[Report  No.  995] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  29,  1955 

Mr.  Bolling,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 

2  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 

3  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

4  for  the  consideration  of  the  hill  (II.  R.  7000)  to  provide  for 

5  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes. 

6  After  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill,  and 

7  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  two  hours,  to  be  equally  divided 

8  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem- 

9  her  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the  bill  shall  be 

10  read  for  amendment  under  the  five-minute  rule.  At  the 

11  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 

12  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House 


V 


2 


1  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  the 

2  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 

3  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening 

4  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  received  President'^  veto  message  on  apple  price  prediction 
bill.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  conference' report  on  State,  Justice  appropriation 
bill.  House  passed  legislative  appropriation  bill  and  reserve  foroes  training 
bill.  Senate  committee  reported  public  worses  appropriation  bill. 


HOUSE 


1,  APPROPRIATIONS.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  5502,  the 
State,  Justice,  and  Judiciary  appropriation  bixs^  (pp*  8313-9.  8332-4)  •  This 
bill  is  now  ready  for  the  President, 

Passed  -without  amendment  H.  R.  7117,  the  legislative  appropriation  bill 

(pp.  81+06-12). 

Received  from  the /^resident  supplemental  appropriation  estimates  for  1958 
to  carry  out  the  Mutual  Security  Act  of  1955  (H.  Doc.  ^ll);  to  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  (n,  ^Lj.17 ) < 


2,  RESERVE  FORCES.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  7000,  the  reserve  forces  training 
bill  (po,  833i4.-8i4.O5), 


3*  APPLE  PRICES . /Received  the  President’s  veto  message  on  H.  R.  5\88,  to  prohibit 
Government  Publication  of  predictions  of  apple  prices.  The  message  and  bill 
were  referred  to  the  Agriculture  Committee  (H.  Doc.  213)  (pp»  8i+0§-6),  Rep* 
Harrison/of  Virginia  and  Rep,  Quigley  criticized  the  veto  message  (p.  81+06)  • 

.  /  c  l  ■  \ 

4«  HIGE.MPS,  Rep.  Mack  criticized  "Democratic  manipulation"  in  committee \ on  H.  R. 
707^j  the  Federal-aid  highway  bill  (p,  8334)* 

5«  WAFER;  POWER  RESOURCES.  Rep.  Abernethy  commented  favorably  on  public  powe)^ units 
m  view  of  the  criticiJim  of  them  contained  in  the  Hoover  Commission  report 

(pp.  81+13-4)* 


-2- 


6.  FIANCE.  Rep«  Patman  criticized  the  operations  of  the  Federal  Open  Marked 
Committee  end  the  Federal  Reserve  System  (pD.  81+ 15-6)* 

\ 

7#  PERSONNEL.  Received  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  from  the  Civil  Service 

Commission,  to  make  available  on  a  voluntary  basis  to  Federal  employees  group 
hospjtalizati on  benefits#  Referred  to  the  Post  Office  and  Civil /Service  Com¬ 
mittee  (p^  81+17 )  • 


8.  SMALL  BUSINESS.  The  Select  Committee  on  Small  Business  submi.tbedra  preliminary 
report  on  the  Small  Business  Administration  (H.  Rept«  101+5)  (p.  81+17)# 


io  AIR  POLLUTION.  S.NQ28,  as  reported  (see  Digest  109),  authorizes  HEM  (in  co¬ 
operation  with  other  Federal,  State,  local,  and  private  agencies)  to  prepare 
and  recommend  research  programs  for  devising  and  developing  methods  for  elimi¬ 
nating  or  reducing  air\ pollution.  It  also  authorizes  HEM  to  encourage  co¬ 
operative  activities  by\State  and  local  governments  for  the  prevention  and 
abatement  of  air  pollution®  The  bill  authorizes/approoriation  of  85*000,000 


to  HEhr  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  beginning  July  1,  1955*  and  ending  June  JO, 
i960.  The  committee  report '\pt  ates  *  "There  are  a  number  of  Federal  agencies 
particularly  qualified  and  equipped  to  conduct  research  into  the  problem  of 
air  pollution#  Among  these  are  the  Yfeather  Bureau,  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  the 
Bureau  of  Standards,  the  National  Institutes  of  Health,  the  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Service,  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission." 

10.  FORESTS;  MINING.  The  Interior  and  Iiisular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported 
with  amendment  H.  R.  699^4-*  to  provide'for  entry  and  location,  on  discovery 
of  a  valuable  source  material,  upon  public  lands  of  the  United  States  classi¬ 
fied  as,  or  known  to  be,  valuable  for  co^l(r>.  D6^0). 


11#  HOUSING.  The  Rules  Committee  /Voted  not  to 
bill  of  1955  (t>.  D650). 


'ant  a  rule  on  S.  2126,  the  housing 


12#  ADJOURNED  until  Tues.,  July  5th  (p.  8i+lj). 


/ 


SENATE 


13#  WATER  RESOURCES.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with 

amendment  H.  R.  3990*  authorizing  the  Interior  Department  to  investigate  and 
report  to  Congress  on  the  water  resources  in  Alaska  (S.\Reot.  699)  (p.  8292)# 


li+#  APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  withV amendments  H.  R. 
6766,  the  public  works  appropriation  bill  for  1956  (S.  Rept\x700)  (p#  8292)# 
This  bill  was  made  the  unfinished  business  (p.  8320)# 


15*  FOREIGN  AID.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  S, 
(pp*  8326-7). 


2090,  the  mutual  sedurity  bill 


16.  PUBLIC  :.0RKS.  Passed  v&th  amendment  H.  R.  6829*  to  authorize  certai A.  construc¬ 
tion  at  military,  naval,  and  Air  Force  installations  (pp.  8299-8315 ).\  The 
bill  increases  from  :„>25  million  to  0100  million  the  authority  to  provide  hous¬ 
ing  through  use  of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  surplus  agricultural  cctgmodi- 
ties  by  CCC,  and  provides  that  the  limitation  of  8100  million  shall  appljr\to 
the  amount  of  the  expenditure  of  foreign  currencies  rather  than  to  the  vali 
of  the  houses  (p.  8302). 


July  1,  1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8333, 


ltleman,  I  am  sure,  realizes  that  in 
theNeonference — and  there  were  16  ap¬ 
pointed  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  other 
body— Nve  did  what  we  thought  was  the 
best  weNcould  under  all  the  circum¬ 
stances.  All  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Hou^e  were  in  agreement  as  to 
the  amounts\ncorporated  in  this  con¬ 
ference  report/ 

Mr.  GROSS.  ''Go  it  is  approximately 
$15  million  higheiNyian  the  bill  reported 
by  the  House. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  It 

Mr.  GROSS.  WoulH  the  gentleman 
say  where  those  increases  went? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  In  theSlnternational 
Educational  Exchange  program;  in  the 
foreign  buildings  program;  imthe  USIA; 
in  a  number  of  items  for  the  Department 
of  Justice,  and  in  some  substantial  in¬ 
creases  in  connection  with  the  Federal 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  language  with  Re¬ 
spect  to  Representation  Allowances,  as 
understand  it,  the  other  body  changec 
that  to  Operations  Allowance. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  No.  The  House  in¬ 
sisted  on  keeping  the  well-known  title 
“Representation  Allowances.”  We  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  doing  that.  However,  we  did 
have  to  raise  the  House  figure  for  Repre¬ 
sentation  Allowances  from  $475,000  to 
$575,000.  The  amount  inserted  in  the 
bill  by  the  other  body  for  this  activity 
was  $700,000. 

Mr.  GROSS.  How  much  did  you  say 
is  in  this  bill  for  entertainment,  other¬ 
wise  known  as  Representation  Allow¬ 
ance?  ' 

Mr.  ROONEY.  $575,000,  an  increase 
of  $100,000  over  the  amount  allowed  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  GROSS.  $575,000. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  For  entertainment  pur¬ 
poses? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  It  is  for  Representa¬ 
tion  Allowances,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa  well  understands  that  they  in¬ 
clude  some  wreaths  for  ceremonies  and 
funds  in  connection  with  the  celebration 
of  the  Fourth  of  July  at  our  Embassies 
and  Consulates  all  over  the  world.  The 
gentleman  well  understands  what  the 
$575,000  is  used  for. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And  it  might  include 
case  of  two  of  Haig  &  Haig? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  would  imagine  t)fere 
might  be  3  or  4  or  more. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Speaker,  /will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Can  the  gyfitleman  tell 
me  how  much  is  in  the  bilVior  the  Inter¬ 
national  Educational  Exchange?  Is  it 
the  same  as  was  in  thenHouse  bill? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  $18  million.  The 
House  appropriated^^  million,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  $22  million.  /The  conferees  unani¬ 
mously  agreed  ujron  $18  million. 

Mr.  GROSS/  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GRJOSS.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  I  think  the  figures  in  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  as  it  left  the  House  were 
more /than  adequate.  I  want  the  Record 
to  sbfow  I  am  opposed  to  the  increase;  I 
Opposed  to  this  conference  report. 


Mr.  ROONEY.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  as  chairman  of  the 
committee  that  it  was  my  feeling  that 
everything  the  House  did  in  connection 
with  this  bill  was  correct.  Unfortunate¬ 
ly,  the  House  point  of  view  does  not  al¬ 
ways  prevail  in  an  appropriations  con¬ 
ference.  The  other  body  increased  the 
House  figures  to  the  tune  of  $31,587,191. 
In  conference  with  the  other  body  the 
House  managers  must  make  a  compro¬ 
mise  in  order  to  get  the  bill  down  to  the 
President  so  that  the  departments  and 
courts  may  function  and  the  employees 
may  be  paid  on  time. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  want  to  commend  the 
gentleman  for  having  gotten  a  $15  mil¬ 
lion  reduction  in  the  Senate  figure,  but 
I  am  still  opposed,  and  I  think  it  is  shock¬ 


ing  that  more  than  a  half -million  dollars 
is  earmarked  for  so-called  ente; 
ment. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  think  we  did/6,  pretty 
fair  job  in  representing  the  Hmise  posi¬ 
tion  on  this  conference.  I  Mt  $475,000 
was  ample  for  representation  allow¬ 
ances;  that  the  Senate  figure  of  $700,000 
was  grossly  extravagant  I  think  my 
able  and  learned  colleagues  in  the  House 
who  served  on  the  coherence  committee, 
should  be  commended  for  their  work.  I 
feel  confident  the/' House  will  carry  out 
every  recommendation  now  proposed. 

Mr.  Speakeiyior  the  information  of  the 
membership  the  following  is  a  summary 
table  with/fegard  to  the  House-Senate 
conference  on  this  bill: 


State 

Justice 

- 

/ 

Judici/fy 

U.  S.  Infor¬ 
mation 
Agency 

Refugee 

relief 

Total 

Fiscal  year  1955 _ _ 

Budget  estimate,  1956 _ 

'Passed  House _ _ 

Passed  Senate . . 

Conference _ _ _ 

$129,610,000 
147,267,197 
126,  769,  977 
147,  549,  608 
137,  450,  905 

$186,  772, 767 
201.  485, 000 

197,  525, 000 
200,  445, 000/ 

198,  735, 000 

- 7" - 

&$!,  944,  375 
/30,  279,  715 
/  29,603,250 
30,  640,  810 
30, 116,  510 

$77, 114, 000 
88,  500, 000 
80,  500,  000 
88,350,000 
85, 000, 000 

$8, 000, 000 
16,  000, 000 
16, 000, 000 
15,000,000 
15,  000, 000 

$430, 441,142 
483,531,912 
450,  398,  227 
481,985,418 
466,  302,  415 

ThA,  SPEAKER.  The  question  US  on 
the  motjon  of  the  gentleman  fropa  New 
York. 

The  molsk>n  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  nex\  amendment  jpx  disagree¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read,  as  follgrtvs: 

Senate  amendment  No./f 3 :  Page  8,  line  9, 
insert  “not  in  excesko^  those  authorized 
for  regular  officers  anoGmployees  traveling 
under  this  appropria/ioffi 

Mr.  ROONEY./' Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House'  recede  apd  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motio/f  was  agreed  to.' 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  \dfil  report 
the  next /Amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Oerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  27:  Page  19,  lifte  17, 
insery*‘:  Provided,  That  hereafter  the  cc 
pensfltion  of  the  Administrative  Assistaf! 
Attorney  General  shall  be  $17,500  per  annum\ 
spr long  as  the  position  is  held  by  the  pres- 
!nt  incumbent.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  30:  Page  21,  line  1, 
insert : 

“special  temporary  attorneys  and  assistants 

“For  compensation  and  expenses  of  spe¬ 
cial  temporary  attorneys  and  assistants  to 
the  Attorney  General,  and  to  the  United 
States  attorneys  and  other  miscellaneous 
employees  not  otherwise  provided  for,  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  Attorney  General  and  with 
his  approval  by  the  United  States  attorneys, 
in  special  matters  and  cases  without  regard 
to  civil  service  and  classification  laws, 
$600,000:  Provided,  That  the  amount  paid 
as  compensation  out  of  the  funds  herein  ap¬ 
propriated  to  any  person  employed  hereun¬ 
der  shall  not  exceed  $15,000  per  annum.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in 
the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rooney  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In  lieu  of 
the  sum  of  “$600,000”  named  in  the  said 
amendment  insert  “$300,000.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  35:  Page  24,  line 
21,  insert  “:  Provided  further,  That  of  the 
amount  herein  appropriated  not  to  exceed 
$50,000  may  be  used  for  the  emergency  re¬ 
placement  of  aircraft  upon  certificate  of  the 
Attorney  General.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  37:  Page  26,  line 
7,  hjsert  Provided  further,  That  hereafter 
the  'compensation  of  the  Director  of  the 
Burea^i  shall  be  $17,500  per  annum  so  long 
as  the  position  is  held  by  the  present  incum¬ 
bent.” 

Mr.  RODNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  v^s  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKERS.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  asXpllows: 

Senate  amendment  nS^  46:  Page  37,  line 
7,  insert:  “travel  expenses  for  employees 
attending  official  international  conferences, 
without  regard  to  the  Standardized  Govern¬ 
ment  Travel  Regulations  and  tW  the  rates  of 
per  diem  allowances  in  lieu  of  '.subsistence 
expenses  under  the  Travel  Expense  Act  of 
1949,  but  at  rates  not  in  excess  of  O^mpara- 
ble  allowances  approved  for  such 'confer¬ 
ences  by  the  Secretary  of  State.” 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  mtwe 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  tr 
Senate  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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ie  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  "hex t  amendment  in  disagreement. 
Thfe  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  49 :  Page  38,  line 
4,  insert  iN/and  of  which  sum  not  less  than 
$350,000  shkll  be  made  available  to  one  or 
more  private,  international  broadcasting  li¬ 
censees  for  the  purpose  of  developing  and 
broadcasting  under  private  auspices,  but 
under  the  general  supervision  of  the  United 
States  Information,  Agency,  radio  programs 
to  Latin  America,  Western  Europe,  Africa,  as 
well  as  other  areas  of.  the  free  world,  which 
programs  shall  be  designed  to  cultivate 
friendship  with  the  peoples  of  the  countries 
in  those  areas,  and  to  build  improved  inter¬ 
national  understanding.”  \ 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  recede  and  concur  in  the 
Senate  amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Rooney  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  49,  and  concur  therein 
with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu,  of 
the  matter  proposed  by  said  amendment  in¬ 
sert  ‘‘and  of  which  appropriation  not  Jess 


FISHING  SEASON 

(Mr.  SCOTT  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  1  minute 
and  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  this  is 
the  fishing  season,  I  would  like  to  suggest 
that  our  friends  on  the  Democratic  side 
of  the  aisle  continue  to  fish  and  fish  and 
fish,  because  up  to  now  they  have  not 
caught  any  issues  yet. 


DEMOCRATS  SOCK  THE  TAXPAYERS 

(Mr.  MACK  of  Washington  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  one  of  the  most  important  bills  that 
will  be  considered  at  this  session  of  Con¬ 
gress — the  bill  for  an  expanded  highway 
program. 

Public  hearings  on  proposed  highway 
legislation  were  completed  June 


than  $200,000  shall  be  available  for  contracts  .  Usually  when  hearings  on  a  bill 


with  one  or  more  private  international 
broadcasting  licensees  for  the  purpose  of  de¬ 
veloping  and  broadcasting  under  private  aus¬ 
pices,  but  under  the  general  supervision  of 
the  United  States  Information  Agency,  radio 
programs  to  Latin  America,  Western  Eu¬ 
rope,  Africa,  as  well  as  other  areas  of  the  free 
world,  which  programs  shall  be  designed  to 
cultivate  friendship  with  the  peoples  of  the 
countries  in  those  areas,  and  to  build  im¬ 
proved  international  understanding.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

(Mr.  ROONEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


THE  PRESIDENT  GOES  FISHING 

(Mr.  CELLER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 


completed  all  the  members  of  a  co: 
t£e,  including  both  Democrats  and  Re 
publicans,  go  into  a  session  and  /repare 
or  mark  up,  as  it  is  called,  y  bill  for 
presentation  to  the  House. 

This  did  not  happen  wherythe  highway 
bill  hearings  ended.  The  Democratic 
members  of  the  committee  went  into  4 
weeks  of  secret  session/to  which  no  Re¬ 
publican  meirtbers  of/the  Public  Works 
Committee  were  iiyvited.  During  the 
period  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
committee  agreedNipon  a  highway  bill, 
without  advice  ,or  consultation  with  any 
Republican  colnmitteq  members.  This 
bill,  H.  R.  7072,  was  introduced  last  Tues¬ 
day.  Since  no  Republican  was  consulted 
this  bill,  H.  R.  7072,  is  wholly,  exclusively 
and  entirely  a  Democratic  bill. 

Here'  is  what  it  proposes  to  do: 

Farmers  who  use  gasoline \in  farm 
equipment,  fishermen  who  use  gasoline 
in-  motorboats  and  airplane  operators  all 
will  have  to  pay  the  increased  gas  tax 


remarks.) 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  take  it/  under  this  Democratic  bill  just  as  high- 
that  we  are  one  of  the  most  deliberative'  way  users  will.  \ 


assemblies  of  the  world  and  that  whdt 
we  do  here  is  important.  Yet  I  am  gplng 
to  draw  your  attention  to  a  startling 
revelation  of  inattention,  laxity,  and  dis¬ 


regard  of  what  we  do  here. 


/ 


At  the  last  President’s  prpss  confer¬ 
ence  the  President  was  askfed  the  fol¬ 
lowing  question:  / 

Mr.  President,  in  relation  to  Mr.  Theis* 
question,  the  House  passed  last  week,  367  to 
nothing,  a  resolution  of  .Democratic  JVtr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack,  of  Massachusetts,  expressing  sym¬ 
pathy  with  the  satellites,  condemning  co¬ 
lonialism  of  all  kir/s,  and  asking  that  the 
United  Nations  arid  any  organization  in 
which  we  participated  to  do  what  they  could 
to  release  then/ 

Did  you  fa/or  that  resolution?  Did  you 
know  aboul/hat? 

Answer/” As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  did  not 
know  about  that.  Maybe  I  was  fishing  that 
day.  I  Ao  not  know.” 

A  ,-fnotto  should  be  placed  over  the 
WWte  House:  “If  pleasure  and  fun  inter¬ 
fere  with  work  to  be  done — drop  the 
t'ork.” 


July^J: 

distance  truckers  who  operate  entirely 
on  the  interstate  system  of  roads  on 
which  nearly  all  the  money  '  in  the 
Democratic  bill  will  be  spent.  / 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  POWELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCormack)  was  given  permission  to 
address  the  House  fqr  30  minutes  on  July 
21  and  also  on  J 
special  orders  he: 


y  29,  following  any 
tofore  entered. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  291  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the 
Reserve  forces,  and  for  other  purposes.  After 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to 
the  bill,  and  shaU  continue  not  to  exceed  2 
hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 
by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the 
bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted,  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Allen], 


This  bill  proposes  to  impose  $875  mil-, 
lion  in  new  and  additional  taxes  on  the  ' 
American  automobile  and  truck  owners 
by  increasing  the  present  Federal  gaso¬ 
line  tax  by  50  percent;  the  tax  on  diesel 
fuel  by  200  percent  and  the  present  tax 
on  truck  tires  by  1,000  percent.  No  hear¬ 
ings  on  these  proposed  tax  increases 
have  been  held. 

In  fact  when  one  witness  representing 
the  Nation’s  120,000  service  stations 
started  to  testify  against  increasing  gas¬ 
oline  taxes  this  witness  was  shutoff  by 
committee  members  who  said  there  were 
no  tax  increases  proposed  in  the  bill. 

Under  this  Democratic  bill,  H.  R.  7072, 
some  owners  of  trucks  will  be  confronted 
with  an  added  tax  of  $700  to  $1,000  every 
time  a  truck  requires  a  new  set  of  16  to 
22  tires.  Trucks  not  used  on  the  public 
highways  and  those  that  operate  on  city 
streets  or  rural  roads  which  will  receive 
very  little  additional  road  money  will, 
under  the  Democratic  bill,  pay  just  as 
high  a  gas  and  tire  tax  as  the  big  long 


Anfuso 
Barden 
Bentley 
Blitch 
Bolton, 
Oliver  P. 
Boykin 
Buchanan 
Canfield 
Chatham 
Christopher 
Cole 
Dies 
Dlngell 


Doyle 
Eberharter 
\  Pjare 
'Grant 
Gfay 

Gfeen,  Pa. 
Jackson 
James 
Kearney 
Kearns  \ 
McConnell 
McDowell 
McGregor 
Mack,  Ill 


r  \ 


Mumma 

Perkins 

Polk 

Preston 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Rivers 

Robsion.  Ky. 
Scherer 
Van  Pelt 
Williams,  N.  Y. 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  396 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with.  \ 

\ 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  pres¬ 
ent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
Hiove  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names:. 

[Roll  No.  103J 

Morrison 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8335 


CORRECTION  OP  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  O’BRIEN  orslllinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  rollcall  No.  104, \  am  recorded  in  the 
Congressional  Record  of  June  30,  1955, 
as  being  absent.  I  was  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  and  I  answered  “present.”  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  tlNf  the  perma¬ 
nent  Record  be  corrected  inyaccordance 
with  the  facts.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objigction  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  frdm  Illi¬ 
nois?  \ 

There  was  no  objection.  \ 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  use. 

Mr.  Speaker,  House  Resolution  291 
provides  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill, 
H.  R.  7000,  the  so-called  Military  Re¬ 
serve  bill  under  an  open  rule  with  2  hours 
of  general  debate.  The  House  has  pre¬ 
viously  granted  a  rule  on  and  debated 
a  similar  bill,  therefore  at  this  time  I 
simply  urge  the  adoption  of  the  rule  so 
that  the  merits  of  the  bill  may  be  consid- 
\)  ered  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of 
my  time. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  use.  I 
do  want  to  ask  one  question  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  the  Armed 
Services.  Does  this  bill  compel  anyone 
who  has  served,  for  instance  in  the 
Marine  Corps  for  4  years,  to  go  under 
training  or  to  take  any  correspondence 
courses  or  anything  like  that  as  the 
other  bill  did? 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  response  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  propounded  by  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  as  I  understand  it,  under  this  bill 
any  inductee  who  has  finished  2  years 
of  service  then  has  a  Ready  Reserves 
obligation  of  3  years  and  1  year  in  the 
Standby.  He  is  required  to  meet  his 
Reserve  obligations  which  is  spelled  out 
in  the  bill.  That  applies  to  any  man  who 
has  enlisted  for  a  4-year  period.  If  he 
has  enlisted  for  a  4-year  period  he  would 
|  have  1  year  in  the  Ready  Reserves  and  1 
year  in  the  Standby  Reserves  and  he, 
too,  has  to  meet  his  Reserves  obligation 
as  spelled  out  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  What  is  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  bill  now  before  us  and 
the  draft  bill  that  we  have  already 
passed? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Just  as  soon  as  we  go 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
will  explain  every  feature  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


PERSONAL  PRIVILEGE 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
a  question  of  personal  privilege. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  his  question  of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  during 
the  past  6  weeks  there  have  been  many 
untruths  printed  in  the  press  of  this 
Nation  concerning  the  gentleman  from 
New  York.  I  would  like  to  just  read  2 
sentences  from  2  separate  editorials  of 
the  Scripps-Howard  press  which  are  in¬ 
dicative  of  most  of  the  editorials  that 
have  been  written  in  the  past  6  weeks. 

The  first  sentence  comes  from  a 
Scripps-Howard  paper,  the  issue  of  June 
28,  printed  in  the  Washington  Daily 
News  and  also  in  other  papers  of  that 
press  throughout  the  country: 

Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell 
hardly  can  escape  the  charge  that  he  is  play¬ 
ing  low-grade  politics. 

The  other  comes  in  the  press  of  Mon¬ 
day,  June  20,  at  which  time  the  editor 
again  writes : 

Representative  Powell  clearly  has  a  part 
in  wrecking  the  country’s  defense. 

I  submit  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this 
violates  my  honor  and  integrity.  I  hand 
them  to  the  Speaker  for  his  consideration 
and  ask  his  indulgence. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  thinks 
that  the  editorials  indicate  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell] 
is  trying  to  wreck  the  defense  program 
and  entitles  him  to  the  floor  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been  wondering  whether  to  present  this 
point  of  personal  privilege  for  the  past 
few  days,  because  I  have  actually  no  feel¬ 
ing  against  the  press,  particularly  the 
Scripps-Howard  press,  but  I  think  that 
some  things  should  be  said  by  me  to  pro¬ 
tect  my  honor,  because  honor  is  not 
something  that  you  can  buy  and  sell  in 
the  public  mart,  it  is  of  intrinsic  value. 
The  deft  hands  of  some  maligners  can 
at  times  seem  to  lift  it  from  you  but  ba¬ 
sically  honor  remains  within  you  as  long 
as  God  lives  and  as  long  as  you  follow 
the  dictates  of  your  conscience.  So,  what 
I  say  today  I  say  in  absolute  calmness, 
without  any  rancor  or  bitterness,  and  I 
say  it  from  my  soul,  from  my  conscience. 
I  hold  nothing  against  the  various  news¬ 
papers,  the  New  York  Times,  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune,  the  Washington 
Post,  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  the 
San  Francisco  Chronicle,  all  across  the 
country,  papers  which  for  the  past  6 
weeks  have  been  editorializing  against 
me.  The  editorials  that  have  been  writ¬ 
ten  have  been  written  based  on  ignor¬ 
ance,  and  there  are  some  things  I  hope 
to  say  in  these  minutes  granted  me  un¬ 
der  a  special  privilege  which  I  hope  will 
correct  them. 

Is  it  not  amazing  that  the  same  papers 
which  praised  me  at  Bandung,  condemn 
me  for  wanting  a  full  democratic  Army. 

My  colleagues,  I  have  just  come  from 
the  Prayer  Room  of  our  Congress.  There 
before  the  picture  of  George  Washington 
praying  at  Valley  Forge,  before  the  an¬ 
cient  books  of  the  Old  Testament  and 


the  New  Testament,  I  communed  with 
my  conscience.  I  come  here  knowing 
that  I  am  right.  When  one  is  right,  no 
one  needs  to  tell  him  because  God  still 
speaks  with  the  still  small  voice. 

I  come  knowing  that  you  have  been 
placed  under  tremendous  pressure,  be¬ 
cause  I  have.  All  the  party  whips,  lead¬ 
ers,  White  House,  Pentagon,  newspaper 
editorials,  all  have  descended  upon  you. 
It  is  an  avalanche  aimed  at  you  not 
being  able  to  stand  up  and  think  and 
talk  and  vote  like  independent,  free 
human  beings.  During  the  past  weeks  I 
have  been  subjected  to  terrific  abuse  by 
the  public  press  and  to  strong  letters 
from  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  In  all  fairness,  I  would  like  to 
say  that  not  a  single  member  of  the  legis¬ 
lative  branch  of  the  Government  has 
spoken  to  me  or  written  me  and  told  me 
that  I  was  wrong.  Not  even  our  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  Mr.  Vinson,  of  Georgia, 
in  conversations  with  him  has  told  me 
that  I  was  wrong.  I  want  to  publicly 
say  that  Mr.  Vinson  did  his  best  to  bring 
before  us  a  bill  which  would  meet  the 
great  traditions  of  our  American  way  of 
life  and  meet  the  wishes  of  this  body. 
I  happen  to  be  the  only  Member  of  the 
Congress  present  the  morning  that  the 
hearing  was  held  on  the  Vinson  bill. 
I  think  that  you  ladies  and  gentlemen 
should  know  that  Mr.  Vinson  with  ab¬ 
solute  sincerity  tried  to  uphold  his  bill 
which  was  called  a  compromise  bill,  but 
was  not.  It  was  an  American  bill — a  bill 
to  minimize  as  much  as  possible  a  Prus¬ 
sianizing  of  our  American  way  of  life. 

The  most  shocking  thing  is  the  revela¬ 
tion  to  me  today  that  individually  you 
have  been  approached  by  various  leaders 
in  Congress  and  outside  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  proposal:  If  you  cannot  vote  against 
the  Powell  amendment,  if  you  cannot 
vote  against  democracy,  fair  play,  civil 
liberties,  and  the  rights  of  man,  then 
when  the  time  comes  to  vote  just  walk 
off  the  floor  or  at  least  do  not  rise. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  voice  of  con¬ 
science  can  be  stifled  by  the  hand  of 
man.  And  I  do  not  believe  today  that 
you  my  colleagues  are  going  to  let  your¬ 
selves  become  nothing  but  rubberstamps 
and  puppets.  I  have  faith  in  you  more 
than  that.  The  American  people  have 
faith  in  you;  the  American  people  who 
have  sent  us  here,  the  people  from  your 
districts.  And  you  know  and  I  know  that 
they  are  watching  every  single  thing  that 
that  we  do  here  and  say  here  today. 

Now  on  May  18  and  19,  just  6  weeks 
ago,  great  and  mighty  blows  were  struck 
for  freedom.  The  voice  of  conscience 
rose  up  and  spoke  here,  and  you  men  and 
women  gave  a  mighty  witness  for  right, 
and  for  truth. 

Has  the  voice  of  conscience  changed? 

Has  God’s  way  been  altered? 

Has  the  Bill  of  Rights  been  rewritten? 

Has  the  democratic  concept  been 
redefined? 

No  and  a  thousand  times  no. 

Today  we  are  faced  with  exactly  the 
same  situation  as  we  were  faced  with 
on  May  18.  The  fact  that  the  National 
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Guard  is  not  mentioned  in  this  particular 
amendment,  for  that  is  all  H.  R.  7000  is, 
does  not  change  the  fact  that  H.  R.  7000 
amends  the  1952  Reserve  Act  in  which 
very  specifically  the  National  Guard  is 
stated  as  the  No.  1  branch  of  our  Armed 
Forces. 

Therefore,  now  let  me  make  this  unmis¬ 
takably  clear,  if  H.  R.  7000  is  passed  in 
its  present  form  without  my  amendment, 
the  National  Guard  will  still  be  an  escape 
hatch  for  those  boys  who  refuse  to  serve 
in  a  United  States  of  America  demo¬ 
cratic,  integrated  Army.  There  will  still 
be  upon  our  statute  books  an  Army  based 
upon  class,  so  that  not  only  just  white 
boys  will  be  able  to  serve  in  a  lilywhite 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces,  but  even 
among  white  boys  only  a  privileged  few. 
Out  of  this  act  will  come  4,900,000  men 
in  the  Reserves  and  our  National  Guard 
is  limited  to  only  a  few  hundred  thou¬ 
sand.  Stripping  it  of  all  of  the  overtones 
and  undertones  of  segregation,  if  you  fail 
to  vote  for  my  amendment,  you  will  then 
be  voting  for  class  legislation.  On  June 
29,  1955,  before  the  Rules  Committee, 
Congressman  Brown  of  Ohio  asked  Con¬ 
gressman  Brooks  of  Louisiana: 

Can  a  boy  be  assigned  to  the  National 
Guard  after  he  has  served  6  months  in  the 
Reserves? 

The  answer  was  “Yes.” 

Mr.  Brown  again  asked: 

If  he  volunteers  could  he  be  compelled  to 
stay  in  the  Reserves?  Could  he  be  permitted 
to  take  training  in  the  Guard  in  his  home 
town? 

Congressman  Brooks  said,  “Yes.” 

This  is  the  most  shocking  revelation. 

Congressman  Brown: 

Can  a  man  join  the  National  Guard  and 
escape  his  obligation. 

Congressman  Vinson: 

A  man  can  joint  the  National  Guard  under 
age  and  meet  his  obligation  there  up  to  age 
28  and  is  not  subject  to  the  draft  and  is  sub¬ 
ject  only  to  the  obligations  of  the  Guard  and 
the  Guard  courtmartial  and  training  by  the 
Guard. 

Now  under  H.  R.  7000  a  colored  youth 
who  insisted  on  his  constitutional  right 
to  serve  in  the  National  Guard  units,  let 
us  say  in  Georgia  or  in  any  other  South¬ 
ern  State  where  this  training  is  for 
whites  only,  he  will  be  forced  by  the 
United  States  Government  to  give  up  this 
right  or  go  to  jail.  Do  you  call  that  the 
democratic  way  of  life? 

You  talk  about  the  National  Guard 
being  the  first  arm  of  defense,  let  us 
cross  the  District  line  into  Maryland. 
Do  you  know  that  the  only  unit  of  the 
Maryland  National  Guard  which  served 
in  the  Korean  conflict  were  the  members 
of  the  Jim-Crow,  segregated,  all-Negro 
battalion?  They  served  with  distinction 
in  the  Korean  conflict  while  their  white 
comrades  of  the  Maryland  National 
Guard  never  went  over.  Some  of  them 
were  killed.  I  ask  you  today,  are  they 
and  their  brothers  throughout  the 
United  States  unfit  to  associate  with 
their  white  comrades  in  arms?  Is  this 
America  or  is  it  Hitler’s  Germany?  Fur¬ 
ther  may  I  say  that  in  Korea  and  in  bat¬ 
tle  members  of  Maryland’s  all-Negro  unit 
served  with  or  commanded  mixed  units. 
Today  the  six  Negro  officers  who  served 


in  the  Maryland  National  Guard  have 
petitioned  Governor  McKeldin  of  Mary¬ 
land  as  follows:  “Facilities  offered 
Negroes  in  the  Maryland  National  Guard 
are  clearly  and  measurably  inferior  to 
those  available  to  whites.  The  single 
unit  for  all  the  Negroes  in  all  of  Mary¬ 
land  is  located  only  in  Baltimore.  But 
white  persons  throughout  the  State  may 
participate  in  National  Guard  activities 
in  more  than  a  dozen  armories  in  other 
sections  of  the  State.  In  fact,  Negroes 
may  join  only  a  transportation  battalion. 
White  persons  may  join  infantry,  artil¬ 
lery,  engineers,  fighter  squadron,  medical 
unit,  and  an  armored  tank  company.” 

I  think  it’s  entirely  befitting  that  I 
point  right  now,  whereas  H.  R.  7000  omits 
mention  of  the  National  Guard  yet  right 
now  there  are  more  men  in  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard 
than  there  are  in  our  Reserves  and  more 
Federal  money  was  appropriated  for 
State  National  Guards  and  their  com¬ 
ponents  than  was  appropriated  for  the 
Regular  Reserves.  On  page  2261  of  the 
hearings  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan, 
the  figures  are  as  follows :  437,000  in  the 
National  Guard,  365,000  in  the  Reserves; 
$437  million  appropriated  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  in  1955  and  $213,980,000 
appropriated  for  the  other  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents. 

As  the  Chicago  Tribune  said  editorially 
on  April  30,  this  year: 

What  Congress  should  be  working  toward  is 
a  volunteer  professional  army.  We  now  have 
a  volunteer  Ah-  Force  and  Navy,  defending 
the  United  States  itself  and  for  carrying 
the  war  to  the  enemy.  The  plan  for  a  huge 
Army  Reserve  makes  sense  only  if  this  coun¬ 
try  is  going  to  send  great  expeditionary  forces 
abroad  and  if  atomic  weapons  prove  of  no 
great  importance. 

My  colleagues  when  an  H-bomb  falls 
on  Georgia  everything  is  going  to  ■  go. 
Not  only  the  National  Guard,  the  Re¬ 
serves,  but  even  States’  rights.  What 
then  has  happened?  A  great  and  good 
man,  President  of  the  United  States, 
General  Eisenhower,  has  been  and  is  now 
being  used  by  a  distinct  minority  who  if 
they  themselves  tried  to  present  this  plan 
before  us  would  be  laughed  out  of  this 
room.  General  Eisenhower  believes  in 
progress  and  has  done  his  best  to  give  a 
witness  to  it.  Behind  the  scenes  there 
are  many  of  President  Eisenhower’s  clos¬ 
est  friends,  associates,  Government  lead¬ 
ers,  cabinet  members,  secretaries,  who 
do  not  believe  one  whit  in  President 
Eisenhower’s  ideals. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  (Mr. 

Harris).  The  gentleman  will  state  it. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  is  not  talking  to  his 
question  of  personal  privilege.  He  is 
making  a  political  speech  or  something 
of  that  kind. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 

gentleman  from  New  York  will  proceed 
in  order  on  the  question  of  personal  priv¬ 
ilege. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  raised  a  point  of 
order,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  ask  for  a  ruling 
of  the  Chair. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 

Chair  understood  the  gentleman  from 
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Massachusetts  to  raise  a  point  of  order 
and  has  directed  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  to  proceed  in  order.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  will  proceed  in  order. 

Mr.  POWELL.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  would  like  to  state  that  he  is 
proceeding  in  order,  because  all  he  is  do¬ 
ing  is  clearing  up  the  untruths  published 
in  the  press,  on  the  basis  of  which  recog¬ 
nition  on  the  question  of  personal  privi¬ 
lege  was  granted. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  of  course  must 
proceed  in  defense  of  the  charges. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  A  mo¬ 
ment  ago  the  gentleman  said  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy  did  not  want  this 
bill.  I  sat  through  all  of  the  hearings  and 
I  am  of  the  distinct  impression  that  they 
both  said  that  this  bill  was  satisfactory 
and  a  good  bill. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  will  bring  that  up 
later  in  the  debate.  I  will  give  the  exact 
quotations.  I  have  them  with  me. 

May  4,  at  3:10  in  the  afternoon,  the 
following  conversation  took  place  be¬ 
tween  Mr.  Norman,  of  the  Chicago 
Tribune,  and  Secretary  of  Defense,  Mr. 
Wilson: 

Mr.  Norman.  Mr.  Wilson,  what  solution  to 
the  problems  do  you  have  on  the  question 
of  having  reservists,  the  National  Guards¬ 
men,  going  into  segregated  National  Guard 
units  which  was  one  of  the  issues  raised  in 
the  House? 

Secretary  Wilson.  We  had  a  very  simple 
solution  for  the  matter,  this  is  a  voluntary 
system,  the  men  can  elect  to  go  into  the 
National  Guard  and  then  they  were  going 
to  be  sent  to  a  Regular  Army  camp  to  get 
6  months’  basic  training,  and  they  were  going 
to  let  the  same  qualifications  apply  that  now 
apply  in  the  National  Guard.  As  far  as  Mr. 
Burgess  and  I  were  concerned,  and  some  of 
the  rest  of  us,  we  didn’t  figure  that  we  ought 
to  try  to  make  the  country  over  overnight, 
you  know,  and  we  accepted  what  was  going 
on  now  and  put  no  new  problems  in  it  as 
far  as  we  were  concerned. 

Mr.  Wilson  evidently  does  not  know 
he  is  living  in  a  changing  world.  He  also 
does  not  know  the  letters  written  and 
statements  made  by  our  Commander  in 
Chief,  President  Eisenhower.  Let  me  in¬ 
form  Mr.  Wilson  now  and  refresh  our 
memories.  June  6,  1953,  President 

Dwight  David  Eisenhower  wrote  me  a  let¬ 
ter  and  the  following  are  excerpts: 

We  have  not  taken  and  we  shall  not  take 
a  single  backward  step.  There  must  be  no 
second-class  citizens  in  this  country. 

The  spirit  of  these  objectives  cannot  be 
achieved  as  the  result  of  the  actions  of  any 
one  person  no  matter  with  how  much  au¬ 
thority  and  forthrightness  he  acts.  To 
achieve  our  purpose  we  must  plan  and  work 
together  to  win  the  victories  one  by  one, 
and  not  to  be  content  until  we  have  gained 
our  goal. 

On  March  19,  1953,  at  a  White  House 
press  conference  President  Eisenhower 
said : 

I  will  repeat  it  again  and  again,  whenever 
Federal  funds  are  expended  I  do  not  see  how 
any  American  can  Justify  legally,  logically, 
or  morally  discrimination  in  the  expenditure 
of  these  funds. 

On  August  5, 1954,  the  New  York  Times 
carried  this  version  of  what  the  Presi¬ 
dent  said  at  his  press  conference: 
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He  had  tried  as  hard  as  he  knew  how  to 
have  accepted  this  idea — that  where  Federal 
funds  and  Federal  authority  were  involved, 
that  there  should  be  no  discrimination  based 
on  any  reason  that  was  not  recognized  by 
our  Constitution,  and  he  would  continue  to 
do  that. 

Are  not  these  statements  from  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  diametrically  opposite 
to  Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson’s  state¬ 
ment: 

We  accept  what  is  going  on  and  that  we 
ought  not  to  try  to  make  the  country  over, 
overnight. 

How  absolutely  shocking  it  must  be  to 
the  American  people  as  a  whole,  and  we 
in  particular,  Members  of  the  Congress, 
that  this  great  and  good  man  can  be  used 
by  people  to  attempt  to  accomplish  their 
own  selfish  objectives  even  at  the  expense 
of  having  Mr.  Eisenhower  sign  a  letter 
that  was  so  patently  the  opposite  of  what 
he  had  written  to  me  before.  On  June 
21,  1955,  President  Eisenhower  wrote  me 
a  letter  containing  such  unbelievable 
phrases  as: 

.  The  Senate  will  not  favorably  consider  non¬ 
segregation  clauses,  hence,  they  will  never 
become  law.  It  is  a  fact  of  history  that  no 
legislation,  however  meritorious,  containing 
such  a  provision  has  ever  passed  the  Senate. 
Reserve  legislation  with  a  nonsegregation 
provision  affecting  the  National  Guard  can¬ 
not  now  become  law.  From  your  own  experi¬ 
ence  in  Congress  you  realize  that  progress  in 
ending  segregation  is  difficult,  if  not  impos¬ 
sible,  if  we  are  to  depend  upon  incorporat¬ 
ing  nonsegregation  clauses  in  legislation  that 
the  Senate  will  not  favorably  consider. 

Finally,  this  statement: 

I  shall,  of  course,  continue  to  seek  progress 
in  ending  segregation. 

This  is  a  far  cry  from  telling  me  that 
the  problem  cannot  be  solved  by  any 
one  person  regardless  of  his  position  and 
his  power  and  that  we  must  work  to¬ 
gether  and  cooperate  and  that  we  shall 
not  take  a  single  backward  step  and  we 
must  go  forward. 

I  charge  today  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  has  been  deliberately 
misinformed,  misled,  and  falsely  ma¬ 
neuvered  into  a  position  which  will  ul¬ 
timately  do  harm  to  our  country. 

I  believe  therefore  it  is  incumbent 
upon  this  body,  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle,  to  assist  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  breaking  through  the 
palace  guard  which  surrounds  him.  To 
do  this  we  must  let  the  truth  be  told  now 
and  support  it  by  our  actions  here  to¬ 
day. 

In  the  first  place,  the  President  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States  should 
know  that  there  is  a  Reserve  Act  of 
1952  on  our  books  now.  If  there  is  any¬ 
one  that  has  endangered  our  Nation’s 
defense  I  charge  today  that  the  sabo¬ 
teur  of  our  defense  is  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  itself  who  although  they  have 
had  this  law  for  3  years  in  their  hands 
have  refused  to  make  it  work  and  al¬ 
though  we  authorized  them  to  build  up 
a  Reserve  component  of  1,500,000  men 
that  today  after  3  years  we  only  have 
750,000  men  in  the  Reserves.  It  is  the 
Pentagon  and  the  Defense  Department 
who  are  the  saboteurs,  if  there  are  any 
saboteurs,  of  our  Nation’s  security. 

In  the  second  place,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  American 


people  should  know  that  if  we  pass  this 
bill  here  today  we  will  have  branded  our¬ 
selves  as  hypocrites  of  the  first  degree. 
On  March  4, 1955,  the  United  States  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  United  Nations  Disarma¬ 
ment  Commission’s  subcommittee  meet¬ 
ing  in  London,  and  made  public  in  the 
New  York  Times  on  Saturday,  May  14,  a 
proposal,  and  I  quote: 

Overall  military  manpower  shall  be  limited 
to  levels  existing  on  December  31,  1954,  or 
such  other  date  as  may  be  agreed  at  the 
World  Disarmament  Conference.  The  over¬ 
all  military  expenditure  both  atomic  and 
nonatomic  shall  be  limited  to  amounts  spent 
in  the  year  ending  December  31,  1954. 

Here  we  are  today  in  direct  violation 
of  our  stated  pledge  at  the  Disarmament 
Conference,  being  asked  to  pass  a  Re¬ 
serve  bill  that  will  quadruple  our  Armed 
Forces  as  prior  to  December  31,  1954, 
and  triple  our  expenditures.  Is  this 
honesty?  How  can  we  dare  to  ask  from 
Soviet  Russia  that  which  we  are  not 
willing  to  give  ourselves — the  truth. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  First  I  would 
like  to  express  my  own  confidence  in  the 
gentleman’s  integrity  and  great  patriot¬ 
ism.  It  is  absurd  for  a  newspaper  to 
assert  or  imply  that  he  does  not  love  his 
country.  His  notable  contribution  at 
Bandung  has  been  acclaimed  in  the 
House  and  we  all  appreciate  his  fight  for 
he  believes  he  is  right.  Let  me  say,  too, 
that  the  Prayer  Room  is  being  used  by 
men  and  women  of  all  faiths  in  increas¬ 
ing  numbers.  I  am  wondering,  on  the 
question  of  procedure,  if  it  would  be  help¬ 
ful  to  follow  the  pattern  that  the  House 
approved  with  reference  to  the  Bow,  or 
the  Budge  amendment  on  yesterday, 
since,  as  the  gentleman  recognizes,  the 
issues  are  somewhat  confused.  Many  of 
us  would  like  to  hear  the  content  of  the 
gentleman’s  argument  on  the  question 
of  the  National  Guard,  but  we  strongly 
favor  the  purposes  of  the  legislation  that 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  has 
submitted.  I  argued  yesterday,  that  the 
Budge  amendment  to  the  mutual  aid 
legislation  would  involve  vital  questions 
of  policy  unrelated  to  the  principal  pro¬ 
posal  and  that  it  ought  to  be  reserved 
for  a  procedure  that  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Richards]  could 
authorize:  that  is,  to  give  an  independ¬ 
ent  hearing  on  that  measure.  This  sit¬ 
uation  is  similar.  If  this  appeals  to  the 
gentleman,  it  seems  to  me  it  would 
greatly  simplify  the  matter  and  would 
enable  us  to  do  what  he  contemplates; 
namely,  to  consider  this  matter  from 
the  standpoint  of  Federal  and  State  re¬ 
sponsibilities,  since  basic  principles  of 
Government  are  involved,  as  well  as  great 
principles  of  human  relations  and  sim¬ 
ple  justice.  I  know  the  gentleman’s 
thinking  along  these  lines,  and  if  I  could 
convince  him  on  that,  as  he  convinced 
me  on  his  motion  on  the  reserves  bill  in 
its  original  form,  I  think  it  could  be  a 
great  step  toward  correct  procedural 
standards.  The  gentleman’s  logic  on  his 
amendment  about  the  National  Guard 
was  irrefutable.  I  refer  to  his  conten¬ 
tion  that  a  forced  transfer  from  a  re¬ 
serve  unit  to  a  segregated  National 
Guard  unit  would  violate  established 


Federal  policy  on  integration.  When  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson] 
moved  next  day  to  delete  the  National 
Guard  paragraph,  I  think  it  was  a  sort 
of  concession  of  the  point.  Now  we  have 
a  bill  with  no  such  provision  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  proposing,  as  I  understand  it, 
for  the  Federal  Government  rather  than 
the  States  to  fix  the  policy.  That  ought 
to  be  considered  as  a  separate  prop¬ 
osition  it  seems  to  me.  I  simply  appeal 
to  the  gentleman  to  comment  on  that 
procedure.  If  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  could  have  an  independent 
hearing  on  what  we  ought  to  do  about 
the  National  Guard,  that  would  be  good. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  make  the  point  of 
order,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  is  not  talking  on  the 
question  of  personal  privilege ;  that  he  is 
asking  the  House  to  vote  on  some 
amendment  or  some  bill  that  is  coming 
up  later. 

I  raised  the  point  earlier,  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  the  Speaker  pro  tempore  was  in 
the  chair,  and  he  ruled  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  should  proceed  in 
order,  but  the  gentleman  certainly  is  not 
speaking  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
confine  himself  to  the  subject  upon 
which  he  sought  and  received  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  addressing  the  House,  the  point 
of  personal  privilege. 

Mr.  POWELL.  The  point  of  personal 
privilege  is  contained  in  these  two  sen¬ 
tences,  Mr.  Speaker: 

Representative  Powell  has  a  part  in  the 
wrecking  of  the  country’s  defense  program, 
as  the  above  letter  demonstrates. 

And: 

Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell  can 
hardly  escape  the  charge  that  he  is  playing 
low  grade  politics  if  he  insists  on  including 
the  antisegregation  amendment  in  the  na¬ 
tional  Reserve  plan  when  it  comes  to  a 
House  vote. 

Thirdly,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  must  know  and  the  people  must 
be  told  that  this  is  a  Government  com¬ 
posed  of  the  executive,  the  judicial,  and 
the  legislative  and  that  no  one  branch 
of  the  Government  must  be  minimized 
nor  be  secondary  to  the  other.  No  one 
should  ever  say  that  the  Senate  will  not 
do  thus  and  so,  nor  should  he  ever  say 
that  the  Congress  cannot  pass  such  a  law. 
The  Senate  must  never  become  the  “sec¬ 
ond  lieutenants  of  the  White  House”  and 
I  am  determined  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  not  become  the 
rookies. 

Fourthly,  the  President  should  be  told 
and  the  American  people  that  his  let¬ 
ter  contains  a  grave  error  of  historical 
fact  known  to  every  college  student  in 
American  history.  The  United  States 
Congress  did  pass  in  1940  a  civil  rights 
amendment  which  was  proposed  by  a 
Republican  Congressman  from  New 
York,  Representative  Hamilton  Fish,  on 
September  6,  and  agreed  to  on  the  same 
date  by  a  teller  vote  of  121  to  99.  It  was 
proposed  in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Bar¬ 
bour,  Republican,  of  New  Jersey,  on  Au¬ 
gust  26,  then  withheld  in  support  of  a 
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similar  amendment  offered  by  Senator 
Wagner,  Democrat,  of  New  York.  The 
amendment  was  agreed  to  by  a  record 
vote  of  53  to  21  with  22  not  voting.  This 
was  an  amendment  to  section  4-A,  Public 
Law  No.  783,  76th  Congress,  in  which  the 
legislative  branch  of  the  Government 
distinctly  instructed  the  President,  and 
may  I  quote,  “The  selection  of  men  for 
training  in  service  shall  be  made  in  an 
impartial  manner  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  President  may  pre¬ 
scribe — provided  that  in  the  selection 
and  training  of  men  under  this  act  and 
in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of 
the  provisions  of  this  act  there  shall  be 
no  discrimination  against  any  persons 
on  account  of  race  or  color.”  That  was  a 
crisis,  and  we  rose  to  meet  it  as  Amer¬ 
icans.  We  are  told  that  this  is  a  crisis 
today  and  I  say  the  legislative  branch 
has  a  clear  duty  to  perform.  When  this 
vote  was  taken  in  the  Senate,  22  South¬ 
ern  Senators  knew  that  the  amendment 
was  germane,  knew  that  it  was  proper, 
knew  that  it  was  needed;  but  because 
of  their  sectional  views  could  not  sup¬ 
port  it,  but  at  least  they  had  the  courage 
of  their  convictions  and  recorded  them¬ 
selves  as  not  voting. 

And,  finally,  the  President  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  should  defi¬ 
nitely  and  clearly  know  that  what  we 
do  here  on  the  floor  and  in  commit¬ 
tee  in  amending  bills  cannot  by  any 
stretch  of  the  imagination  be  called  rid¬ 
ers.  If  you  will  look  in  Cannon’s  Rules 
and  Procedures  that  govern  the  House, 
a  rider  is  an  extraneous  matter  attached 
to  an  appropriation  bill.  Hundreds  of 
amendments  are  voted  on  here  year  after 
year,  they  are  not  extraneous,  they  are 
not  riders ;  in  short,  this  bill  before  us  to¬ 
day,  H.  R.  7000,  is  an  amendment.  The 
American  people  need  to  know  that  when 
an  amendment  is  a  rider  the  Parlia¬ 
mentarian  rules  it  out  of  order. 

Here  is  the  second  one: 

Representative  Powell  clearly  has  a  part 
in  the  wrecking  of  the  country’s  defense 
program  through  the  introduction  of  the 
antisegregation  amendment. 

I  am  trying  to  speak  about  that. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
proceed  in  order. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  come 
here  today  to  ask,  What  has  changed 
since  May  18  and  May  19?  The  Ameri¬ 
can  way?  The  voice  of  conscience? 
Nothing  has  changed.  The  same  minor¬ 
ity  that  wants  to  get  its  stranglehold 
on  the  young  people  of  our  Nation  and 
degrade  them  by  taking  them  away  from 
our  homes  in  the  tender  years  of  their 
lives,  the  same  minority  that  is  against 
a  democratic  Army  and  still  wants  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  Armed  Forces,  that 
minority  has  not  changed,  that  minor¬ 
ity  has  used  the  President,  that  minority 
is  pressuring  you.  I  stand  today  to  tell 
you  that  the  American  people  are  in 
back  of  what  I  am  doing.  I  challenge 
you,  Mr.  Martin,  the  Republican  leader, 
and  Mr.  McCormack,  the  Democratic 
leader,  to  send  a  page  over  to  your  office 
now  and  bring  here  now  your  mail  which 
you  have  received  during  the  past  6 
weeks  bearing  on  this  problem.  You 
know  and  I  know  and  God  knows  that 
your  mail  is  running  about  100  to  1  in 


favor  of  my  views.  I  know  after  mak¬ 
ing  this  statement  the  pressure  organi¬ 
zations  will  pour  in  solicited  mail,  but 
I  am  talking  about  the  unsolicited  mail 
that  has  come  so  far.  Each  one  of  you 
here  search  your  hearts,  tell  the  truth 
to  your  conscience.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  American  people  are  against  this 
bill?  Is  it  not  true  that  the  American 
people  are  in  favor  of  my  amendment? 
Is  it  not  true  the  odds  are  100  to  1.  I 
will  put  into  the  Record  a  sampling  of 
the  4,000  letters  that  I  have  received. 

Out  of  over  4,000  letters  I  have  received 
7  have  come  from  people  who  are  against 
my  amendment.  What  a  tremendous 
vote  of  confidence  in  the  American  way 
of  life.  My  mail  has  been  about  95  per¬ 
cent  from  white  people  and  about  15  per¬ 
cept  from  the  South.  It  begins  with 
every  single  Negro  newspaper  in  this 
country  supporting  front-page  editorial¬ 
ly  the  position  that  I  present  here  today. 
Even  that  great  and  good  Republican 
newspaper,  the  Pittsburgh  Courier,  one 
of  the  largest  papers  in  this  Nation  is  in 
back  of  me.  The  46th  annual  convention 
of  the  National  Association  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Colored  People  meeting  in 
Atlantic  City,  thousands  of  delegates 
voted  unanimously  on  June  23  to  back 
me  completely.  Lester  B.  Granger,  the 
executive  secretary  of  the  National 
Urban  League,  has  publicly  praised  my 
position.  From  all  over  the  country  led 
by  great  organizations  sueh  as :  The  Na¬ 
tional  Grange,  Congress  of  Industrial 
Organizations,  the  United  Christian 
Youth  Movement,  the  National  Women’s 
Temperance  Union,  the  Board  of  Peace 
of  the  Methodist  Church,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Social  Welfare  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Missionary  Society  of  the  Disciples 
of  Christ,  the  National  Association  of 
Secondary  School  Principals,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Farmers’  Union,  the  National 
Council  of  Churches,  the  National  Tem¬ 
perance  League,  the  Mennonite  Central 
Committee,  the  National  Association  of 
Evangelicals,  the  Church  of  the  Breth¬ 
ren,  Women’s  International  League  for 
Peace  and  Freedom,  the  National  Coun¬ 
cil  Against  Conscription,  the  National 
Conference  of  Methodist  Youth,  the 
Friends  Committee  on  National  Legisla¬ 
tion,  the  Board  of  Missions  of  the  United 
Lutheran  Church  of  America.  Across 
the  country  they  have  come  in  an  ever- 
swelling  tide  of  America  speaks.  Objec¬ 
tive  military  analysts  like  Hanson  Bald¬ 
win,  the  April  issue  of  the  Army  Com¬ 
bat  Forces  Journal,  they  have  spoken  up 
against  this  bill.  Women’s  American 
Baptist  Home  Mission  Society,  Division 
of  Christian  Life  of  the  Council  of 
Churches,  Baptist  Fellowship,  Mothers 
of  the  World,  great  leaders  like  Dr.  Harry 
Emerson  Fosdick,  humble  American  men 
like  a  white  southerner  from  Athens, 
Ga.,  all  pouring  into  my  office  day  after 
day — “Don’t  budge,  don’t  retreat,  stand 
up  and  fight  for  the  best  for  America.” 

So  I  come  back  and  ask  the  question 
again.  What  has  changed  since  May  18 
and  19?  Has  the  timeless,  the  immortal, 
and  the  divine  changed?  Has  truth,  in¬ 
tegrity,  and  your  own  self-respect?  Has 
the  fortress  of  your  soul  disintegrated 
and  the  ramparts  of  your  conscience 
been  invaded  by  the  untruths  of  propa¬ 
ganda  and  the  high  citadel  of  our  ethical 
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witness  succumbed  to  the  cheap  political 
pressures  of  the  few? 

Where  stand  you  therefore  in  the 
American  dream  today? 

Have  you  decided  to  squander  the 
birthright  of  America  for  a  mess  of 
Pentagon  pottage  and  partisan  patron¬ 
age? 

All  this  I  do  not  believe.  I  believe  you 
are  the  same  American  men  and  women 
who  stood  here  on  May  18  and  19  and 
gave  a  great  witness  to  the  power  of  God 
and  your  individual  conscience.  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  here  in  this  Congress 
are  nothing  more  than  cheap  counter¬ 
parts  of  the  enslaved,  the  voiceless,  the 
unregarded,  and  the  Godless  puppets  in 
the  Soviet  Union. 

This  is  a  surging  world  and  it  demands 
soaring  spirits. 

This  is  a  hopeless  world  unless  the 
voice  of  prophecy  is  heard  in  the  land. 

This  is  a  crass  world,  turning  ever 
more  into  the  paths  of  the  material  and 
the  shoddy  unless  here  today  and  every 
day  we  continue  to  hold  higher  and  ever 
higher  the  American  dream. 

Who  therefore  is  for  this  amendment? 
The  people.  Abe  Lincoln  once  said  the 
only  government  that  “would  not  perish 
from  the  earth”  would  be  a  government 
“of  the  people,  by  the  people,  and  for  the 
people.”  So  here  today  let  us  restore 
integrity  to  this  House.  Let  us  lift  the 
arms  of  our  President,  arms  that  are 
being  so  weighed  down  by  the  whispered 
confidences  of  men  who  would  not  let 
America  be  America. 

Let  us  send  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  Geneva  to  the  Big  Four  Confer¬ 
ence  with  God  on  his  side.  Let  him  go 
to  the  summit  talk  with  right  and  right¬ 
eousness  and  truth.  We  are  told  that 
he  must  go  there  to  negotiate  from 
strength.  What  strength  is  the  Penta¬ 
gon  talking  about?  Do  they  mean  a 
Prussianized  army  and  a  hypocrital 
America  of  loud  pretenses?  The  great¬ 
est  strength  that  an  American  has  is  the 
strength  of  God  on  his  side  and  the 
strength  of  the  idea  of  democracy  pure 
and  undefiled.  The  Soviet  masters  will 
laugh  at  the  United  States  in  Geneva  this 
summer  if  we  come  waving  the  flag  of  a 
free  world  when  they  know  we  are  being 
backed  up  by  a  Jim  Crow  Army,  whose 
core  is  a  Jim  Crow  National  Guard.  Let 
us  send  General  Eisenhower  to  Geneva 
as  a  spearhead  for  peace,  backed  up  by 
the  mighty  phalanxes  of  the  American 
people,  black  and  white  and  brown  and 
yellow  and  undergirded  with  the 
strength  of  the  idea  of  democracy,  the 
moral  fiber  of  our  Founding  Fathers,  the 
spirit  of  God  incarnate. 

This  weekend  marks  another  anni¬ 
versary  in  the  freedom  of  America,  the 
Fourth  of  July.  The  first  man  to  die,  to 
lay  down  his  life  that  America  might  be 
free  was  a  black  man,  Crispus  Attucks, 
walking  across  Boston  Common  in  de¬ 
fiance  of  the  British  redcoats.  How  shall 
you  pass  that  statue  as  you  walk  down 
Beacon  Street  this  weekend,  Mr.  Martin 
and  Mr.  McCormack?  Will  you  turn 
your  head  as  you  go  by  because  you  know 
that  here  today  you  have  let  down  every¬ 
thing  that  Attucks  died  for?  Or  will  you 
be  able  to  go  by  proud  that  you  are  an 
American,  proud  that  here  today  you 
have  struck  a  great  blow  for  equality  and 
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for  freedom  for  all  the  American  people. 

When  Paul  Revei’e  rode  forth  in  the 
deathless  silence  of  the  midnight  of  a 
New  England  countryside  there  came  “A 
knock  on  the  door,  a  whisper  in  the 
night,  a  cry  in  the  dark,  forevermore.” 
And  who  answered  that  call  to  arms? 
Not  slaves  of  Army  brass,  not  conscripts, 
not  a  lily  white  army.  Facing  them 
stood  the  paid  Hessians,  representatives 
of  the  universal  military  training  system 
of  England.  But  the  men  who  defeated 
them  and  established  this  great  America 
were  “embattled  farmers”  who  stood  at 
the  “rude  arching  bridge”  of  Lexington 
and  Concord  and  fired  the  “shot  heard 
round  the  world.” 

So  today  let  America  be  America. 

Atlantic  City,  N.  J.,  June  23,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
Washington  D.  C.: 

The  delegates  to  the  46th  annual  conven¬ 
tion  of  the  National  Association  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Colored  People  in  convention 
assembled  today,  June  23,  in  Atlantic  City, 
unanimously  adopted  the  following  resolu¬ 
tion: 

Whereas  the  National  Association  for  the 
Advancement  of  Colored  People  urges  Con¬ 
gressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell  to  stand 
firm  on  his  antisegregation  amendment  to 
the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  bill;  and 

Whereas  we  condemn  all  efforts  to  force 
withdrawal  or  to  circumvent  this  amend¬ 
ment,  whether  by  President  Eisenhower, 
In  his  denunciation  of  this  so-called  rider,  or 
by  Congressman  Vinson  in  his  efforts  to  sub¬ 
stitute  a  new  bill,  br  the  efforts  of  any  other 
Congressman  or  administrative  official; 

We  the  delegates  to  the  46th  annual  con¬ 
vention  of  the  NAACP  desire  to  go  on  record 
endorsing  the  amendment  to  end  segrega¬ 
tion  in  all  National  Guard  units  and  call 
upon  President  Eisenhower  and  Members  of 
Congress  to  support  such  amendment. 

It  is  the  will  of  the  convention  that  this 
resolution  be  sent  to  the  President,  the 
House  majority  leader,  the  House  minority 
leader,  Chairman  Vinson,  and  Congressman 
Powell  immediately. 

Roy  Wilkins, 
Executive  Secretary. 

June  29,  1955. 

Organizations  that  have  sent  messages  to 
the  House  within  the  last  few  days  against 
the  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  7000,  or  hey  parts 
of  it: 

The  Board  of  World  Peace  of  the  Methodist 
Church 

Department  of  Social  Welfare  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Missionary  Society,  Disciples  of 
Christ 

The  National  Association  of  Secondary  School 
Principals 

The  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations 

The  National  Grange 

The  National  Farmers  Union 

Other  organizations  which  testified  against 
H.  R.  2967,  or  parts  of  it,  February  and 
March  1955: 

National  Council  of  Churches:  Against  UMT 
National  Temperance  League:  Welfare  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  bill 
Mennonite  Central  Committee 
United  Christian  Youth  Movement 
National  Association  of  Evangelicals:  Wel¬ 
fare'  provisions 

Informal  citizens  committee  of  Wayne  Coun¬ 
ty,  Ohio 

Jewish  Peace  Fellowship 
Greater  Boston  Committee  Opposing  Military 
Training 

Church  of  the  Brethren 
National  Association  for  the  Advancement  of 
Colored  People:  Segregation  provisions 
National  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance 
Union 


Women’s  International  League  for  Peace  and 
Freedom 

National  Council  Against  Conscription 
National  Conference  of  Methodist  Youth 
Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 
Board  of  Social  Missions  of  the  United  Luth¬ 
eran  Church  of  America 
Division  of  Christian  Life  and  Work,  Indiana 
Council  of  Churches 

Statements  filed: 

Council  on  Christian  Social  Progress,  Amer¬ 
ican  Baptist  Convention 
National  Temperance  and  Prohibition  Coun¬ 
cil 

Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United  States  of 
America 

Congress  of  Industrial 
Organizations  , 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  24,  1955. 
To  All  Members  of  the  House: 

A  subcommittee  of  the  House  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  has  approved  a  military 
Reserve  bill  which,  in  only  slightly  altered 
form,  revives  provisions  in  earlier  proposals 
which  would  inaugurate  the  first  steps  to¬ 
ward  universal  military  training,  and  would 
authorize  the  President  to  call  to  active  duty 
up  to  1  million  ready  reservists  without  the 
approval  of  Congress.  It  would  also  make 
about  3  million  youths  liable  to  from  6  to 
10  years  of  military  indoctrination.  The 
Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations  strongly 
opposes  the  proposed  legislation  and  urges 
you  to  vote  against  it. 

There  is  no  question  but  that  a  Ready  and 
Mobile  Reserve  would  strengthen  the  Armed 
Forces,  but  there  are  governing  doubts  that 
the  current  proposals  would,  in  practice,  add 
to  our  posture  of  national  strength. 

1.  Is  a  period  of  up  to  10  years  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  military,  in  training  that 
would  not  in  any  adequate  sense  be  a  prepa¬ 
ration  for  effective  military  duty,  a  positive 
factor  in  our  national  strength? 

The  CIO  believes  that  such  first  steps  to¬ 
ward  universal  military  training  actually 
weaken  our  national  vitality  by  imposing 
arbitrary  military  jurisdiction  on  young  men 
during  a  period  in  their  lives  when  they 
should  be  awakening  with  their  maturity  to 
the  fuller  dimensions  of  American  life  with 
its  freedoms  and  opportunities. 

We  also  urge  that  a  legislative  step-by-step 
approach  to  a  universal  military  training 
program  is  fully  as  undesirable  as  its  full- 
fledged  enactment  at  once. 

We  doubt  the  value  of  relatively  non¬ 
technical  one-night-a-week  Reserve  training 
for  4  years  for  those  reservists  who  will  have 
had  2  years  of  highly  specialized  active-duty 
training. 

2.  The  present  legislative  proposals  repre¬ 
sent  an  approach  to  national  military  secu¬ 
rity  characterized  by  emphasis  on  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  Reserves  under  military  jurisdiction 
rather  than  on  the  quality  of  technical  or 
specialized  training.  Several  months  of  ad¬ 
ditional  training,  over  and  above  Reserve 
programs,  would  be  necessary  to  bring  the 
reservists  to  combat  readiness.  Is  such  a 
program  worth  the  long-term  commitment 
of  our  young  men  to  the  military?  Does  it 
warrant  the  estimated  expenditure  by  1959 
of  three  times  our  current  outlay  for  the 
Reserve  program? 

3.  Serious  problems  in  industrial  relations 
will  also  arise  under  the  proposed  legislation. 
Will  night  shift  workers  who  have  to  take 
one  night  of  training  a  week  be  penalized 
financially  or  otherwise?  Will  a  Reserve 
member  who  is  an  industrial  worker  have 
to  use  his  vacation  to  serve  his  annual  mili¬ 
tary  field  duty?  Will  men  who  are  liable 
to  call  to  active  duty  be  discriminated 
against  in  employment  or  promotion?  What 
will  happen  to  the  mobility  of  a  man  with  a 
Reserve  training  obligation  who  may  want 
to  change  jobs,  or  move  as  a  result  of  mar¬ 
riage,  schooling,  or  other  personal  factors? 
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Such  questions  are  indicative  of  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  the  influence  of  the  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  into  our  national  life. 

4.  Even  though  some  of  the  specific  fea¬ 
tures  of  these  proposals  may  be  altered  by 
amendment,  the  fundamental  nature  of  the 
program  is  one  of  prolonged  compulsory 
military  control  and  indoctrination  of  our 
youth.  It  is  control  in  the  name  of  train¬ 
ing  which  will  not  be  adequate.  It  is  con¬ 
trol  in  the  name  of  balancing-off  reductions 
in  our  active  forces  in  prime  stages  of  readi¬ 
ness  by  increasing  the  Reserve  forces,  yet  the 
total  effect  is  weakened  military  posture. 
It  is  a  pervasion  of  the  compulsory  military 
influence  into  our  national  life  in  a  manner 
which  we  of  the  CIO  cannot  see  justified 
either  by  disputed  claims  of  military  pre¬ 
paredness  or  by  fairness  to  the  young  men 
who  would  be  affected.  We  support  selec¬ 
tive  service  and  a  truly  voluntary  Reserve 
system.  We  believe  that  there  are  deeper 
values  involved  in  the  compulsory  proposals, 
however,  than  technical  procedural  differ¬ 
ences  in  military  Reserve  training,  and  that 
is  why  we  so  strongly  urge  you  to  vote  against 
the  compulsory  military  Reserve  legislation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  H.  Burke, 

Chief  of  Congressional  Liaison. 

The  United  Christian  Youth 
Movement,  National  Council 
of  the  Churches  of  Christ  in 
the  United  States  of  America, 
Chicago,  III.,  January  28,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  The  United  Christian  Youth 
Movement,  which  serves  as  the  youth  arm 
of  the  National  Council  of  Churches  of 
Christ  in  the  United  States  of  America,  has 
traditionally  opposed  the  passage  of  any 
legislation  that  would  create  a  system  of 
peacetime  universal  military  training  under 
whatever  name. 

This  conviction  has  been  repeatedly  re¬ 
affirmed  whenever  the  subject  has  been  stud¬ 
ied  by  successive  meetings  of  our  general 
council  and  is  stated  once  more  in  the  form 
of  the  enclosed  resolution  which  was  over¬ 
whelmingly  adopted  at  the  most  recent  ses¬ 
sion  of  that  general  council.  I  trust  that  you 
will  understand  that  we  are  sensitive  to  the 
perplexities  of  the  issue  involved,  but  that 
we  remain  unshaken  in  our  basic  conviction 
that  universal  military  training  is  neither  a 
democratic  nor  a  Christian  answer  to  the 
problems  confronting  our  Nation  in  the  pres¬ 
ent  world. 

The  General  Council  of  the  United  Chris¬ 
tian  Youth  Movement  is  a  representative 
assembly  of  officially  appointed  delegates 
from  the  cooperating  national  denomina¬ 
tional  youth  organizations.  State  Christian 
youth  councils,  and  national  youth-serving 
agencies. 

The  young  people  wanted  you  to  be  aware 
of  their  convictions  and  concerns  on  this 
vital  matter  and  requested  that  I  convey 
this  action  to  you.  Now  that  the  Congress 
is  about  to  consider  the  current  proposals 
put  forward  by  the  President  and  Defense 
Department  I  am  certain  you  will  be  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  thinking  of  so  representative  a 
grouping  of  the  Nation’s  youth. 

We  shall  look  forward  to  an  expression  of 
your  opinion  and  welcome  any  pertinent  in¬ 
formation  you  feel  we  should  consider  rela¬ 
tive  to  this  issue. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Roderick  S.  French. 

General  Council  Action 

ACTION  OF  THE  1954  GENERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE 

UNITED  CHRISTIAN  YOUTH  MOVEMENT  RE¬ 
GARDING  UMT 

Whereas  the  General  Council  of  the  United 
Christian  Youth  Movement  met  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  Christ  and  His  Church,  which  holds 
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as  basic  tenets  the  way  of  love  and  brother¬ 
hood  in  all  our  relations  with  men;  and 
Whereas  the  principles  involved  in  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  under  any  name  or  in 
any  guise  are  diametrically  opposed  to  these 
basic  tenets;  and 

Whereas  it  is  the  firm  conviction  of  this 
body  that  war  is  an  instrument  of  man  and 
not  of  God;  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  we  stand  in  opposition  to 
any  legislation  which  would  provide  for  the 
type  of  compulsory  military  training  being 
proposed  to  the  84th  session  of  the  Congress 
©f  the  United  States;  and 

Whereas  we  feel  a  responsibility  for  the 
physical  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  our  country  and  of  other  nations  of 
our  world:  Be  it 

Resolved,  That  our  Government  substitute 
positive  action  for  world  peace  for  the  pres¬ 
ent  proposals  for  military  training  and  that 
these  actions  should  include  increased  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  student  exchange  program; 
technical  assistance  to  underdeveloped  and 
needy  areas  of  our  world;  distribution  of 
our  Government  surpluses  to  those  areas 
that  are  in  need  of  them;  and  financial  and 
personnel  support  to  the  United  Nations 
specialized  agencies. 

National  Woman’s  Christian 

Temperance  Union, 
Washington  2,  D.  C.,  March  3, 1955. 
Dear  Member  of  Congress:  You  are  soon 
going  to  vote  on  H.  R.  2967.  This  bill  con¬ 
tains  a  disguised  form  of  UMT. 

This  is  contained  in  an  amendment  to  sec¬ 
tion  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  (p.  4) .  On  page  5  you  will 
find  a  provision  permitting  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  to  draft  persons  under  19 
to  fill  quotas  to  be  fixed  by  the  President 
(no  ceiling  specified)  if  these  are  not  filled 
by  voluntary  enlistment.  This  would  permit 
drafting  of  17-year-old  boys  and  disregard 
the  provision  written  by  Congress  into  the 
law  of  1951  that  all  persons  available  19  or 
over  must  be  exhausted  within  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  any  local  draft  board  before  those 
under  19  may  be  taken. 

Enlistees  and  draftees  must  either  serve 
on  active  duty  for  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  (time  not  specified)  and 
in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of 
8  years,  or  perform  active  duty  for  training 
for  a  period  of  6  months  and  go  into  the 
Reserve  for  9  yz  years.  If  this  is  adopted  you 
will  have  approved  a  program  of  universal 
military  training  and  waived  the  require¬ 
ments  which  you  wrote  into  the  Draft  Act 
that  before  any  such  program  is  approved 
the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
must  submit  to  both  Houses  of  Congress  a 
program  for  such  training  which  shall  in¬ 
clude  measures  for  the  personal  safety, 
health,  welfare,  and  morals  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps. 

You  have  obligingly  written  the  words 
“universal  military  training”  into  the  title 
of  the  law  in  passing  H.  R.  3005.  By  passing 
this  bill  you  will  give  it  the  substance — and 
substance  without  safeguards. 

In  1951  trainees  would  have  gone  into 
branches  of  the  armed  services  whose  an¬ 
nounced  policy  on  alcoholic  beverages  was  to 
encourage  abstinence,  enforce  moderation, 
and  punish  overindulgence.  I  enclose  a  copy 
of  a  letter  from  the  Adjutant  General  stat¬ 
ing  the  revised  policy  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  under  the  new  regulations.  The 
public  has  protested  these  regulations  vio¬ 
lently,  but  so  far  has  obtained  only  the  re¬ 
moval  of  package  stores  from  bases  that  are 
not  more  than  10  miles  from  the  nearest 
package-liquor  store. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  States  like  New 
York  are  seriously  considering  raising  the  age 
of  purchase  and  consumption  to  21  to  com¬ 
bat  a  serious  problem  of  Juvenile  delin¬ 
quency,  and  a  State  like  New  Mexico  is  me¬ 
morializing  Congress  to  do  away  with  Fed¬ 
eral  tax  receipts  for  illegally  sold  liquor  to 


help  It  curb  a  problem  of  youth  drinking 
and  Juvenile  delinquency,  do  you  think  that 
Congress  ought  to  pass  a  training  program 
for  teen-age  youth  without  requiring  and 
carefully  examining  into  proper  safeguards 
for  them  under  such  circumstances? 

The  House  has  refused  again  and  again  to 
pass  any  program  for,  or  looking  toward, 
universal-military  training  because  you 
know,  in  spite  of  polls  and  carefully  slanted 
publicity  and  spokesmen  for  youth  who  are 
so  sure  youth  wants  this  training,  that  the 
American  people  do  not  want  it.  The  people 
in  your  district  do  not  want  it. 

The  armed  services  do  not  want  it.  I  have 
sat  among  their  representatives  at  the  hear¬ 
ings  and  heard  them  say  among  themselves, 
of  the  proposed  trainees,  ‘‘We  do  not  want 
them.”  You  may  jeopardize  enlistments  in 
the  National  Guard  and  Reserve  by  requiring 
6  months  of  active  duty  for  training  of  all 
enlistees. 

The  country  does  not  need  it.  You  have 
safeguarded  it  by  passing  the  extension  of 
the  draft.  It  has  been  brought  out  time 
and  again  in  the  questionings  at  the  hear¬ 
ings  that  such  a  program  would  seriously 
hamper  the  Armed  Forces  in  any  period  of 
emergency  by  taking  the  time  of  officers 
urgently  needed  elsewhere. 

May  we  urgently  urge  you  to  vote  down 
this  program. 

Very  respectfully, 

Elizabeth  A.  Smart. 


Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Adjutant  General, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  October  26,  1953. 

Dear - :  Your  recent  communication 

addressed  to  the  President  concerning  the 
establishment  of  liquor  outlets  on  military 
installations  has  been  referred  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  for  reply. 

The  traditional  policy  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  is  to  provide  morale,  welfare,  and 
recreational  activities  to  the  extent  possible 
at  all  Department  of  Defense  installations. 
The  maintenance  of  messes  and  clubs  is  a 
part  of  these  activities.  These  messes  and 
clubs  are  important  centers  of  military  com¬ 
munity  life  and  they  provide  service  per¬ 
sonnel  and  families  with  facilities  similar 
to  those  enjoyed  by  other  citizens  of  the 
United  States.  The  sale  of  alcoholic  bev¬ 
erages  is  one  of  the  normal  functions  of  the 
activities  of  such  messes  and  clubs. 

The  American  people  in  general  have  in¬ 
dicated  their  attitude  toward  the  consump¬ 
tion  of  alcoholic  beverages  by  repealing  the 
18th  amendment.  Conditions  of  military 
service  necessitate  certain  restrictive  legisla¬ 
tion  and  regulations  to  govern  conduct  of  its 
members.  The  Department  of  Defense  is  op¬ 
posed,  however,  to  restrictive  legislation  and 
regulations  which  discriminate  unnecessarily 
against  the  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  which  result  in  the  denial  or  curtail¬ 
ment  of  privileges  enjoyed  by  other  citizens. 
We  acknowledge  the  fact  that  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  like  other  citizens,  will 
occasionally  desire  to  partake  of  alcoholic 
beverages.  We  prefer  to  make  these  privi¬ 
leges  available  and  to  control  their  dispen- 
fation  in  established  officers’  and  noncom¬ 
missioned  officers’  messes  in  an  atmosphere 
where  moderation  is  enforced  and  overin¬ 
dulgence  is  punished. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  has  statutory  au¬ 
thority  to  make  such  regulations  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate  governing  the  sale,  con¬ 
sumption  and  possession  of  alcoholic  bev¬ 
erages  to  or  by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
at  or  near  any  military  installations.  A  re¬ 
cent  Department  of  Defense  directive  es¬ 
tablished  the  policy  in  this  regard  for  the 
services.  Within  the  framework  of  this  di¬ 
rective  the  Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  have  issued  uniform  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  control  of  alcoholic  bev¬ 
erages  throughout  the  armed  services.  The 
regulations  include  a  provision  for  the  sale 


of  packaged  liquors  by  officers’  and  noncom¬ 
missioned  officers’  messes  to  bona  fide  mem¬ 
bers  over  21  years  of  age.  These  regula¬ 
tions  are  adequate  and  their  enforcement  is 
effective.  Alcoholic  liquors  are  not  obtain¬ 
able  through  any  other  sources  on  military 
installations. 

I  hope  that  the  foregoing  will  tend  to  clari¬ 
fy  the  position  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Wm.  E.  Bergin, 

Major  General,  United  States  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

The  National  Grange, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  28,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  It  is  the  hope 
of  the  National  Grange  that  you  will  find  it 
possible  to  vote  against  the  pending  com¬ 
pulsory  universal  Reserve  bill  when  it  reaches 
the  floor  of  the  House. 

The  opposition  of  our  people  to  this  type  of 
measure  is  based  upon  the  fact  that,  to 
them,  it  violates  a  fundamental  characteris¬ 
tic  that  has  made  this  Nation  the  envy  of 
the  world.  It  substitutes  compulsion  for 
adequate  incentives.  We  believe  the  Amer¬ 
ican  way  is  the  incentive  way.  Government 
should  encourage,  not  discourage  this  sys¬ 
tem.  The  nature  of  even  this  era,  in  our 
opinion,  is  not  such  that  we  feel  a  substitu¬ 
tion  is  currently  necessary. 

The  bill  is  a  part  of  a  proposed  total  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program.  Is  our 
present  position  so  serious  that  we  can  af¬ 
ford,  for  the  first  time  in  our  history,  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  universality  in  this 
field? 

You  are  unquestionably  familiar  with  the 
basic  arguments  put  forth  by  our  fore¬ 
fathers  who  successfully  fought  matters  of 
this  nature,  just  as  you  are  familiar  with 
today’s  arguments  against  what  we  consider 
a  very  dangerous  threatened  action.  Suffice 
it  to  say  that  such  a  system  of  universal 
compulsion  has  heretofore  been  foreign  to 
our  American  way  of  life.  We  cannot  now 
willingly  accept  a  system  that  will  both 
weaken  and  lower  the  total  moral,  economic, 
and  political  potential  of  the  United  States, 
and  a(T  the  same  time  tend  to  undermine  the 
real  quality  and  effectiveness  of  the  Or¬ 
ganized  Reserve  Forces. 

In  the  event  of  a  tragic  national  emer¬ 
gency  brought  on  by  an  attack  from  a  for¬ 
eign  power,  we  would  urge  that  a  system  of 
civilian  defense  quickly  be  substituted  for 
any  martial  law  that  might  be  initially  in¬ 
stituted.  The  American  people,  I  am  sure, 
would  respond  to  such  a  civilian  operation  in 
a  surge  of  patriotism  that  would  prove  far 
more  effective  than  any  system  of  long¬ 
term  military  police  control.  In  other 
words,  we  reject  the  argument  that  a  large 
compulsory  universal  Reserve  is  needed  for 
civilian  defense. 

Then,  too,  I  doubt  if  I  need  remind  you 
of  the  special  hardship  that  would  be  in¬ 
flicted  upon  our  youth  who  live  in  rural 
areas.  Long  weekly  trips  would  be  required 
for  their  training.  In  some  areas  this 
would  be  expensive  and  time-consuming. 
There  is  also  the  possibility  of  camp  duty 
occurring  at  critical  periods  on  the  land. 

These  and  many  other  reasons  impel  us  to 
come  to  you  with  the  plea  that  you  reject 
this  type  system  as  being  foreign  to  our 
national  posture,  and  as  being  certain  to 
weaken  rather  than  strengthen  our  national 
well-being.  The  greatest  possible  United 
States  potential  is  to  be  found  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  expanded  rather  than  impaired  free¬ 
dom  and  opportuntiy  for  our  young  people  to 
plan  and  order  their  lives  at  an  early  age. 
Let  us,  therefore,  determine  the  incentive 
needed  to  maintain  the  Reserve  structure 
which  is  appropriate  or  required,  and  at  the 
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same  time  restore  the  principle  of  selectiv¬ 
ity  to  the  drafting  of  young  men  for  the 
active  forces. 

We  must  be  thoroughly  aware  that  the 
world  of  today  and  the  future  of  human 
beings  everywhere  demand  more  than  sim¬ 
ple  American  military  might. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Herschel  D.  Newsom,  Master. 

National  Education  Association, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  28,  1955. 
Concerning  the  Military  Reserve  bill,  H.  R. 

7000. 

Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

The  high-school  principals  of  the  country, 
who  have  the  responsibility  for  the  educa¬ 
tional  program  for  all  youth  of  secondary- 
school  age — 7,300,000 — the  boys  soon  to  enter 
military  age,  request  your  consideration  of 
certain  provisions  in  the  Reserve  bill,  H.  R. 
7000. 

Please  eliminate  the  6-month  training  vol¬ 
unteer  group  of  250,000  for  youth  under  18  % 
years  of  age  because — 

(a)  It  will  offer  some  boys  a  strong  in¬ 
ducement  to  leave  high  school  before  gradua¬ 
tion  to  avoid  serving  24  months  through  se¬ 
lective  service,  which  in  itself  creates  an  in¬ 
equity  of  military  obligation;  (b)  it  is  the 
first  step  to  universal  military  training  which 
the  American  people  do  not  want;  and  (c)  it 
is  not  consistent  with  President  Eisenhower’s 
repeated  proposals  for  world  peace.  Increas¬ 
ing  armaments  and  taking  steps  toward  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  are  inimical  to  the 
procurement  of  world  peace. 

If  you  cannot  accept  the  above  proposal, 
then  restrict  the  entry  of  youth  to  the  6- 
month  training  group  to  boys  who  have  been 
graduated  from  high  school  or  are  age  19, 
whichever  comes  first;  also  reduce  the  Ready 
Reserve  period  to  4 y2  years  or  less  because — 
(a)  We  do  not  believe  it  is  the  intent  of 
Congress  in  any  military  Reserve  bill  to  offer 
an  inducement  to  boys  to  interrupt  their 
high-school  education  before  graduation; 
(b)  it  is  not  in  keeping  with  the  established 
“stay-in-school-until-graduation”  policy  of 
all  branches  of  the  Armed  Forces;  and  (c) 
youth  at  a  changing  stage  for  starting  a  life 
career  will  rebel  at  a  Ready  Reserve  obligation 
for  a  long  period  such  as  7  >4  years. 

These  proposals  represent  the  considered 
opinions  of  the  high-school  principals 
throughout  the  country.  They  appeal  to  you 
not  to  sabotage  the  education  of  school  youth 
by  a  hasty  military  Reserve  provision  for  the 
17-19  age  group  as  it  now  stands  in  the  Re- 
esrve  bill,  H.  R.  7000. 

Leland  N.  Drake, 
President  and  Chairman,  Legislative 
Committee. 

Paul  E.  Elicker, 
Executive  Secretary  and  Secretary, 
Legislative  Committee. 

A  VC  Urges  Antisegregation  Amendment  to 
Reserve  Bill  in  Best  Interests  of  Na¬ 
tional  Security 

Washington,  D.  C. — The  following  tele¬ 
gram  was  sent  by  the  American  Veterans 
Committee  (AVC)  today  to  Chairman  Carl 
Vinson  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  : 

Hon.  Carl  Vinson, 

Chairman,  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  American  Veterans  Committee  (AVC) 
strongly  deplores  the  endangering  of  our 
national  security  posed  by  a  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  which  does  not  fully  reject  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

No  group  is  more  concerned  about  the 
security  of  this  Nation  than  AVC,  whose 
members  have  fought  in  three  wars  against 
totalitarianism  in  all  forms.  But  it  would 


be  a  false  security  Indeed  to  enact  a  Reserve 
program  which  would  weaken  our  fighting 
forces  and  handicap  our  position  as  the 
leader  of  the  free  world.  Why  give  the 
Communists  another  weapon  in  their  ideo¬ 
logical  warfare?  In  its  present  form  the 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  7000,  uncommitted  to  a 
disavowal  of  segregation,  would  be  the  most 
vulnerable  link  in  our  security. 

AVC,  on  the  deepest  and  most  compelling 
moral  grounds,  has  consistently  fought  seg¬ 
regation  in  all  aspects  of  national  life.  We 
are  proud  of  the  role  we  have  played  in 
opposing  the  basically  un-American  practice 
of  segregation  in  the  armed  services.  We 
see  no  moral  or  legal  sanction  for  opening 
the  way  again  for  segregation  in  our  mili¬ 
tary  defense. 

Experience  has  shown,  and  most  pointed¬ 
ly  in  the  recent  Korean  conflict,  that  inte¬ 
grated  units  are  more  effective  fighting 
forces  than  segregated  ones.  It  is  essential 
for  the  future  security  of  this  Nation  that 
our  manpower  resources  be  used  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  way  of  life  without  reference  to 
regional  prejudices. 

It  is  AVC’s  contention  that  those  who  in¬ 
ject  the  irrelevant  factor  of  race  before  the 
best  interests  of  the  Nation  in  holding  up  a 
Reserve  program  seriously  jeopardize  our 
existence  as  a  free  nation. 

AVC  therefore  urges  you,  as  chairman  of 
the  key  Armed  Forces  Committee,  to  sup¬ 
port  an  antisegregation  amendment  when 
the  Reserve  bill  comes  before  the  House,  and 
also  urges  that  a  rollcall  vote  be  requested 
so  that  the  American  people  will  know  wbo 
places  the  national  security  first. 

Kenneth  Birkhead, 

Executive  Director, 
American  Veterans  Committee. 

[From  the  New  York  Times  of  June  16,  1955] 
Antisegregation  Amendments  Necessary — 

Segregation  in  Reserves — Concern  Over 

Bill  Said  To  Be  With  a  Vital  Phase  of 

Military  Service 

To  the  Editors  of  the  New  York  Times: 

In  your  editorial  of  June  10  on  the  mili¬ 
tary  Reserves  bill  it  is  a  source  of  some  little 
gratification  that  you  grant  that  the  anti¬ 
segregation  amendment  proposed  “was  not 
entirely  extraneous.”  In  this  small  and 
passing  delineation  you  differ — and  sound¬ 
ly — from  Arthur  Krock’s  assumption  in  his 
column  of  the  same  date,  and  from  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower’s  sweeping  characterization 
in  his  press  conference  of  June  8. 

It  seems  to  us  that  Mr.  Eisenhower,  the 
New  York  Times  and  others  have  confused 
the  public  on  a  legislative  technique  and 
have  placed  an  undeserved  onus  on  the  anti¬ 
segregationists.  We  all  know  that  hundreds 
of  amendments  to  bills  are  presented  to  the 
Congress  each  session,  debated  and  adopted 
or  rejected.  In  the  vast  majority  of  cases 
these  are  legitimate,  germane  proposals  in 
tune  with  the  substantive  matter  of  the  bills 
and  helpful  in  effectuating  the  general  goal. 
The  term  “rider”  is  seldom  applied  to  the 
great  bulk  of  such  proposals.  However,  this 
label  is  reserved  for  those  proposals  which 
have  little  or  no  relation  to  the  substantive 
matter  under  consideration. 

established  policy 

As  you  have  conceded,  the  question  of 
segregation  of  men  in  uniform  is  related  to 
a  military  Reserves  bill.  An  established 
Federal  policy  of  nonsegregation  is  now  in 
effect  and  functioning  in  all  the  Federal 
armed  services.  Indeed,  the  Eisenhower  ad¬ 
ministration  has  made  much  of  this  in  its 
claim  that  it  has  a  good  record  on  the  segre- 
tion  question. 

Are  we  now  to  set  up  a  military  Reserve 
plan  for  the  training  of  men  to  defend  the 
country,  closing  our  eyes  to  the  glaring  re¬ 
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pudiation  of  existing  policy  involved  in  per¬ 
missive  segregation  in  such  a  plan?  Are 
2  brothers,  1  in  Korea  and  1  in  the  home¬ 
land  Reserves  to  be  treated  differently  as 
they  defend  or  prepare  to  defend  their  coun¬ 
try?  How  can  it  be  denied,  logically,  that 
a  proposal  to  eliminate  this  probility  is  not 
germane  to  a  military  Reserves  bill? 

If  certain  groups  were  seeking  to  solve 
the  gamut  of  problems  of  racial  segregation 
in  American  life  by  advocating  this  amend¬ 
ment  they  would  be  fairly  subject  to  the 
charge  of  using  the  rider  technique;  but 
here  the  only  concern  is  with  a  vital  phase 
of  military  service. 

We  take  issue  with  the  implication  that 
we,  as  antisegregationists,  are  making  "the 
defense  of  our  country  dependent  upon  all 
of  us  getting  our  own  ways  here.”  The  pro¬ 
segregationists  in  the  Congress  who  have 
served  notice  that  they  will  sacrifice  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  country  (by  burying  the  bill) 
if  their  segregation  formula  is  disturbed  are 
the  culprits  deserving  this  rebuke.  Let  it 
be  addressed  to  them. 

implications  seen 

We  are  equally  distressed  that  the  New 
York  Times  should  imply,  as  it  does  in  its 
editorial,  that  the  real  purpose  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  to  block  the  original  measure, 
rather  than  to  defeat  segregation. 

We  consider  that  both  these  implications 
unfairly  and  unjustifiably  impugn  the  pa¬ 
triotism  of  antisegregationists,  while  setting 
scot-free  (and  enshrining  with  patriotism) 
those  who  have  used  their  power  in  con¬ 
gressional  committees  to  veto  this  measure 
until  it  meets  their  obsolete  concept  of  race. 

We  feel  similarly  about  the  bill  to  aid  the 
States  in  school  construction.  The  Supreme 
Court  has  ruled  public  school  segregation 
unconstitutional,  but  some  governors,  legis¬ 
latures,  and  United  States  Senators  have 
vowed  defiance.  In  such  circumstances  an 
amendment  to  insure  that  Federal  moneys 
are  not  used  to  subsidize  noncompliance 
with  the  Supreme  Court  ruling  seems  to  us 
eminently  fitting,  proper  and  germane — far 
from  being  extraneous. 

We  believe  the  President  was  ill-advised 
in  his  June  8  remarks. 

Roy  Wilkins, 

Executive  Secretary,  National  Association  for 
the  Advancement  of  Colored  People. 

New  York,  June  10,  1955. 

Indiana  Council  of  Churches, 

Division  of  Christian  Life  and  Work, 

Mexico,  Ind.,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  express  my 
appreciation  for  the  splendid  job  you  did  on 
the  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

I  hope  that,  come  what  may,  you  will  be 
able  to  make  your  amendment  stick  when 
the  Senate  acts  and  the  conference  report 
comes  if  they  succeed  in  combining  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  with  the  compulsory 
Reserve  plan. 

Can  you  get  several  other  men  to  support 
your  amendment  and  make  sure  that  it 
sticks?  If  the  Senate  combines  the  two,  that 
is  due  pro.  '  that  the  draft  is  not  necessary. 
Millions  of  Americans  look  to  you  for  leader¬ 
ship  on  the  issue  of  integration. 

You  did  a  wonderful  job  the  last  time.  If 
it  comes  up  again,  I  hope  that  you  can  pick 
up  more  votes  by  getting  more  northern 
Congressmen  to  see  that  they  should  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment.  It  is  not  extraneous. 
If  the  Congress  should  draft  boys  into  seg¬ 
regated  guard  units  and  Reserve  units  the 
clock  would  be  set  back.  With  every  good 
wish  to  you  in  these  days  when  decisions 
are  so  important,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

E.  Paul  Weaver. 
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Church  or  the  Brethren, 

General  Brotherhood  Board, 

Elgin,  III.,  June  16,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  I  want  to 
congratulate  you  for  the  amendment  which 
you  introduced  to  bill  H.  R.  5297  recently, 
which  would  end  racial  segregation  in  the 
National  Guard  in  27  States. 

This  amendment,  which  placed  the  deseg¬ 
regation  issue  squarely  in  the  military  mat¬ 
ter,  helped  materially  to  point  up  the  bill 
to  which  it  was  attached  was  not  essential  to 
the  national  defense  at  all,  but  was  simply 
a  move  on  the  part  of  the  our  militarists 
to  fasten  upon  us  a  program  of  on-going 
compulsory  military  training  and  service. 

I’m  deeply  grateful  to  you  therefore,  as 
there  are  many  others  of  us,  for  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  amendment  which  in  its  final 
outcome  helped  to  shelve  the  bill  for  the 
present.  Thank  you  for  your  courageous 
efforts. 

Sincerely, 

Charles  E.  Zunkel, 
Executive  Secretary. 


The  Minnesota  Conference  op  the 
Evangelical  United  Brethren  Church, 

Minneapolis,  Minn.,  June  18,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Congressman:  I  want  to  com¬ 
mend  you  for  the  fine  statement  that  you 
attached  to  the  Reserves  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

I  hope  that  you  will  stand  firm  in  your 
position  and  not  compromise  in  any  way 
on  this  issue  of  complete  integration  in  the 
armed  services. 

Personally,  I  am  very  much  opposed  to 
the  Reserves  bill.  Universal  military  train¬ 
ing  is  contrary  to  our  democratic  traditions. 
This  bill  would  be  a  serious  threat  to  our 
democracy. 

Sincerely  yours, 

F.  A.  Spong. 

National  Council  op 
American  Baptist  Women, 
Columbus,  Ohio,  June  1,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  About  6,000  dele¬ 
gates  were  meeting  in  Atlantic  City  for  the 
American  Baptist  convention  when  the  bill, 
H.  R.  5297,  came  up.  We  were  much  con¬ 
cerned,  as  it  was  against  our  stand.  We 
have  stood  against  peacetime  conscription 
year  after  year.  We  were  thankful  for  your 
amendment  and  for  your  fine  spirit.  I  do 
wish  you  to  know  that  we  appreciated  your 
stand  and  your  reasons  for  it. 

Very  few  left  our  convention  not  aware 
of  your  excellent  position  in  this  critical 
matter.  Many  sent  wires  to  their  Congress¬ 
men  urging  them  to  support  your  amend¬ 
ment. 

Please  know  that  our  prayers  are  with  you 
and  may  our  Lord  bless  and  guide  you. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth  Matheny, 

Mrs.  Clyde  Matheny. 

Council  on  Christian  Progress, 

The  American  Baptist  Convention, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  10,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  of  Representatives  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Since  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  press  conference  this  week  the  pres¬ 
sure  may  be  on  you  to  withdraw  your 
amendment  to  the  House  measure,  5297.  I 
hope  you  will  be  able  to  resist  it  for  the 
segregation  pattern  must  be  broken  by  leg¬ 
islation  as  well  as  by  education. 


Moreover,  should  a  national  Reserve  plan 
be  debated  in  the  Senate  I  hope  your  ex¬ 
ample  will  cause  a  colleague  to  introduce 
a  similar  amendment  there. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Donald  B.  Cloward, 

Executive  Secretary. 

Missouri  Association  op 

Teachers  of  English, 
Parkville,  June  20,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  have  admired  your 
strong  stand  against  segregation  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Army  Reserve  bill.  It  appears 
now  that  the  administration  is  trying  to 
revive  the  bill  with  a  coverup  concerning 
the  segregation  matter — but  I  trust  you  will 
not  be  misled,  but  will  continue  to  fight 
against  passage  of  this  Army-Reserve -UMT 
bill. 

Even  as  revised,  the  bill  is  un-Christian, 
futile,  out  of  date  in  the  modern  military 
situation,  and  is  an  entering  wedge  toward 
further  military  dominance  of  our  youth, 
black  or  white.  The  revision,  incidentally, 
has  not  cut  out  the  compulsory  nature  of 
the  bill — it  still  is  regimentation. 

You  will  please  me  and  my  friends  by 
continuing  your  strong  opposition  to  the 
present  bill. 

(Letterhead  is  for  identification  only,  as 
I  am  writing  to  you  as  a  private  citizen.) 
Sincerely  yours, 

Ben  W.  Fuson. 

National  Council 
Against  Conscription, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  28,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Do  you  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  any  reason  for  haste  in  passing 
what  Hanson  Baldwin  calls  “a  hybrid  about 
which  nobody,  not  even  the  Pentagon,  was 
really  happy”? 

Certainly  international  tensions  have  been 
eased  enough  that  a  poorly  drawn  bill  is  no 
longer  rush  legislation. 

For  example,  shouldn’t  there  be  a  clear-cut 
reason  for  a  large  compulsory  Reserve?  The 
Pentagon  is  trying  to  sell  it  as  needed  for 
military  expansion  in  time  of  emergency. 
Such  a  World  War  II  approach  is  hardly  valid 
in  the  atomic  age. 

The  President,  seeing  the  country’s  reluc¬ 
tance  to  lengthen  the  conscript  term  for 
veterans,  spoke  of  it  as  a  civil-defense 
measure. 

Which  is  it?  If  civil  defense,  then  why  not 
disaster,  traffic  direction,  first  aid,  and  other 
training  instead  of  military  drill  and  rifle 
squads.  Or  is  it  for  martial  law  to  force 
Americans  to  remain  in  threatened  cities? 

The  enclosed  reprint  from  the  Combat 
Forces  Journal  is  worth  your  consideration. 
Sincerely, 

John  M.  Swomley,  Jr. 

[From  the  Army  Combat  Forces  Journal  of 
April  1955] 

An  Ex-Draftee  Speaks  Up — Here's  Why  I’m 
Not  an  Active  Reservist 
(By  Cpl.  Jack  Stanley) 

In  my  wallet  I  carry  a  small  red  identifica¬ 
tion  card  that  states  I  am  a  corporal  in  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  and  will  remain 
one  until  November  1959.  That  card  is  my 
one  and  only  connection  with  the  Army.  I 
have  not  worn  a  uniform  for  a  year  and  a 
half,  when  I  was  separated  from  active  duty 
after  2  years  of  service.  I  am  one  of  Amer¬ 
ica’s  millions  of  sleeping  reservists,  according 
to  figures  I  have  seen. 

I  cannot  speak  for  anyone  but  myself,  but 
I  believe  my  reasons  for  being  indifferent  to 


my  reserve  obligations  are  shared  by  many 
of  my  fellow  ex-draftees.  I  know  I  am  not 
unpatriotic.  Although  I  didn’t  find  military 
life  especially  fascinating,  I  am  glad  I  had  a 
chance  to  be  a  soldier  for  a  couple  of  years, 
and  I  know  I  am  as  willing  as  anyone  to  do 
my  part  when  my  services  become  necessary 
to  the  defense  of  my  country. 

Why,  then,  am  I  not  fulfilling  my  legal 
Reserve  obligations?  The  most  important 
reason  is  that  I  am  unconvinced  that  such 
service  would  enhance  the  military  security 
of  my  country.  Even  if  I  concede  that  Re¬ 
serve  service  would  make  me  a  more  profi¬ 
cient  soldier — and  I  don’t  altogether  concede 
that — I  still  have  doubts  whether  I  would 
ever  be  called  upon  to  put  whatever  profi¬ 
ciency  I  might  attain  to  the  test. 

I  am  familiar  with  the  argument  that  an 
atomic  or  nuclear  war  will  require  even  big¬ 
ger  armies,  but  to  me  that  means  bigger 
armies  in  being — ready  for  quick  and  deci¬ 
sive  action.  I  don’t  honestly  see  how  a  big 
force  of  reservists  could  do  any  good  in  a 
war  that  will  be  over  before  it  is  ready  to 
fight. 

I  could  be  wrong  about  this,  but  the  argu¬ 
ments  I  have  heard  don’t  seem  very  strong. 
When  I  am  convinced  that  trained  reserve 
soldiers  will  really  be  needed  I’ll  be  one  of 
the  first  to  report  at  the  Armory  every 
Wednesday  night. 

When  I  was  separated  I  was  given  several 
pamphlets  about  the  Army  Reserve.  They 
gave  a  lot  of  information,  but  they  didn’t 
answer  some  questions  I  had  on  my  mind. 
How  much  of  my  freedom  would  I  give  up 
by  joining?  If  I  wanted  to  move  to  another 
State,  could  the  Army  prevent  me  or  make 
it  difficult  for  me?  If  I  decided  to  take  a 
month’s  trip  to  Canada,  would  I  have  to  get 
permission?  I  think  the  Army  has  these 
things  worked  out,  but  I’m  not  going  to 
join  anything  until  I’m  good  and  sure.  At 
first  glance  they  may  seem  unimportant, 
but  I  don’t  think  the  average  American  likes 
to  take  any  chances  on  losing  his  freedom 
to  change  Jobs  or  just  move  about. 

I  cannot  accuse  the  Army  of  not  making 
an  effort  to  get  me  to  become  an  active  re¬ 
servist.  I  have  received  and  read  at  least 
a  dozen  pamphlets  on  the  subject.  The  only 
trouble  is  that  this  literature  is  much  more 
likely  to  appeal  to  a  man  of  45  than  to  one 
of  25.  The  opportunities  for  promotion  do 
not  mean  much  to  anyone  unless  he  has 
already  decided  to  take  the  plunge.  Retire¬ 
ment  benefits  are  comforting  to  know  about, 
but  they  aren’t  the  kind  of  thing  that  will 
stir  up  the  blood  of  a  young  man,  especially 
if  he  is  unmarried  and  more  interested  in 
opportunity  than  security. 

The  other  big  argument  that  the  Army 
uses  for  persuasion  is  historical.  The  Reserve 
is  compared  to  the  militia  that  defended 
American  liberty  in  the  early  days.  This 
is  an  appealing  argument,  but  I  think  most 
Americans  of  my  age  secretly  believe  that  it 
is  absurd.  We  know  very  well  that  if  we 
are  attacked  we  can’t  do  much  good  by 
pulling  a  rifle  off  the  wall  and  rushing  into 
the  street.  We  will  go  to  a  camp  in  South 
Carolina  or  Kansas  or  California,  where  we 
will  most  likely  receive  a  6-week  refresher 
course;  then  we  will  probably  wait  around 
for  a  few  months  while  someone  decides 
where  to  send  us.  By  then  the  war  will  be 
over,  or  so  most  of  us  think.  Anti  anyway, 
nonreservists  will  also  be  training  and  will 
be  just  as  prepared  as  the  modern  minute- 
men. 

I’m  not  saying  that  this  is  what  will  hap¬ 
pen.  I  have  no  way  of  knowing.  But  it  is 
what  many  reservists  (in  name  only)  believe, 
and  that  is  why  we  are  not  doing  what  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  Army  say  is  our  duty.  Let  the 
country  give  us  some  idea  of  how  we  might 
be  used  and  why  we  are  essential  to  national 
defense;  let  the  men  who  represent  that 
picture  of  Uncle  Sam  pointing  his  finger  at 
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me  put  some  reality  into  that  militia  idea 
(I'm  not  at  all  sure  it  can’t  be  brought  up  to 
date),  and  reservists  will  be  flocking  to  the 
colors. 

I  think  Reserve  units  should  get  more  pub¬ 
licity.  Maybe  even  a  few  colorful  parades 
and  demonstrations  of  their  special  tech¬ 
niques  and  equipment  for  civilians  and  po¬ 
tential  reservists  to  see.  There's  a  good 
chance  the  civilians  will  begin  to  take  the 
reservists  to  their  hearts — to  feel  that  they 
belong  to  them  and  not  to  a  distant  and 
forbidding  Army. 

I  read  in  the  papers  the  other  day  that  only 
4  out  of  every  100  draftees  join  the  Active 
Reserve  after  their  2  years  of  active  service. 
A  lot  of  people  will  say,  “Why  not  make  them 
join?”  The  answer  is  that  a  Reserve  of  un¬ 
willing  men  wouldn't  be  as  dependable  as 
one  composed  of  eager  volunteers.  If  you 
want  a  closely  knit  and  well-trained  force 
composed  of  men  who  are  civilians  for  all  but 
a  few  hours  a  week,  they’ve  got  to  be  men 
who  want  to  do  what  they’re  doing. 

Most  Americans  are  patriotic  and  will  do 
an  unpleasant  Job  if  they  see  some  meaning 
in  their  efforts.  So  the  problem  is  for  the 
Government  to  make  it  clear  why  Reserve 
service  is  necessary. 

National  Farmers  Union. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  29,  1955. 
To  Members  of  the  United  States  House  of 
Representatives . 

From  James  G.  Patton,  president,  National 
Farmers  Union. 

As  an  organization  of  farm  families  whose 
livelihood  and  general  welfare  are  dependent 
upon  conditions  conducive  to  the  successful 
and  efficient  operation  of  their  farms,  Na¬ 
tional  Farmers  Union  respectfully  requests 
that  you  oppose  H.  R.  7000. 

Operators  of  family  farms  would  be  se¬ 
verely  handicapped  under  the  mandatory  or 
compulsory  reserve  provisions  of  H.  R.  7000: 
48  drill  periods  coupled  with  active  duty 
training  for  17  days  annually  would  serious¬ 
ly  interfere  with  farmwork  and  responsibil¬ 
ity,  some  of  which  are  of  an  emergency  na¬ 
ture.  In  a  great  many  instances  farm  oper¬ 
ators  reside  on  farms  which  are  beyond  the 
bounds  of  reasonable  commuting  distance 
to  points  designated  for  weekly  drill  of  re¬ 
serve  components.  We  should  like  to  direct 
your  attention  also  to  the  problem  of  the 
dairy  farmer  who  under  the  provisions  of 
H.  R.  7000  would  be  subjected  to  weekly  drill 
meetings  and  summer  active  duty  when  his 
farming  operations  require  attention  morn¬ 
ing  and  night  each  day  of  each  week  in  the 
year. 

Whatever  the  type  of  farming  operation 
conducted,  successful  farm  operators  have 
little  time  off  for  off-farm  activity  during 
summer  and  fall  seasons  when  active  duty 
training  periods  are  normally  scheduled. 

Food  and  fiber  are  weapons.  Proponents 
of  mandatory  Reserve  and  pilot  UMT  pro¬ 
grams  do  not  place  due  emphasis  on  the 
contribution  of  family-sized  farmers  who 
accomplished  the  impossible  in  increasing 
production  of  food  and  fiber  during  World 
War  II.  Our  food  and  fiber  safety  reserves 
are  invaluable  in  maintaining  defense 
strength.  It  means  adequate  agricultural 
supplies  for  the  free  world.  Iron  Curtain 
countries  are  crippled  by  severe  shortages, 
while  Secretary  Benson  is  severely  critical 
of  important  United  States  food  reserves. 

Highly  trained  and  skilled  manpower  of 
family  sized  farms  and  in  industry  and  that 
engaged  in  scientific,  technological  or  medi¬ 
cal  study  and  research  can  best  be  utilized  to 
serve  United  States  interests  if  selectivity 
is  practiced  by  local  boards.  It  is  in  recog¬ 
nition  of  this  fact  that  National  Farmers 
Union  supported  enactment  of  legislation 
extending  the  selective  service  system  which 
was  recently  approved  on  the  same  day  by 
the  Senate  and  House.  Local  boards  have 


handled  with  comparative  ease,  selective 
drafting  during  World  Wars  I  and  II  and  the 
United  Nations’  police  action  in  Korea. 

We  are  convinced  that  a  Volunteer  Reserve 
and  National  Guard  with  adequate  incentive 
and  an  attractive  program  is  better  designed 
than  compulsion  to  fulfill  national-security 
objectives.  Our  recommendations  have  been 
and  are  now: 

1.  Strong  voluntary  regular  Armed  Forces 
buttressed  when  required  by  selective  serv¬ 
ice. 

2.  Adequate,  highly  trained  voluntary 
Ready  Reserves  with  program  strengthened 
in  ways  which  will  increase  interest  and  lend 
importance  such  as  expanded  and  most  ef¬ 
fective  Reserve  programs,  improved  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  increased  pay  for  volun¬ 
teer  duty. 

3.  A  program  of  vocational  education  ex¬ 
panded  and  broadened  to  make  possible  an 
even  more  highly  skilled  United  States  citi¬ 
zenry  both  in  and  out  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
Public  expenditure  for  vocational  education 
both  in  the  United  States  and  in  the  free 
nations  will,  we  are  convinced,  result  in  a 
stronger  defense  for  the  free  world. 

4.  Balance  of  power  between  President  and 
Congress  over  control  of  active  Armed  Forces 
and  reservists  should  not  be  changed. 


Indiana  Council  of  Churches, 

Division  of  Christian  Life  and  Work, 

Mexico,  Ind.,  April  29,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Friends:  I  know  that  Mr.  Powell  is 
at  Bandung,  and  heartily  approve  of  his 
being  there. 

If  he  were  in  Washington  I  know  that  he 
would  be  interested  in  one  angle  on  the 
UMT-compulsory  Reserve  bill.  From  a 
southern  Congressman,  who  favors  UMT,  I 
learned  that  many  southern  Congressmen 
are  looking  at  the  bill  carefully  to  see 
whether  their  lily  white  boys  will  be  put 
into  unsegregated  units.  Since  Mr.  Powell 
is  gone,  would  someone  in  the  office  be  able 
to  get  in  touch  with  some  other  Congress¬ 
man  who  opposes  both  UMT  and  segrega¬ 
tion?  If  someone  would  wave  the  red  hand¬ 
kerchief  before  the  southern  Congressmen 
by  suggesting  that  the  bill  contain  the  as¬ 
surance  that  all  training  units  be  unsegre¬ 
gated,  you  can  see  how  many  southerners 
who  favor  UMT  may  draw  away  from  this 
bill. 

We  have  every  hope  in  keeping  America 
free  from  this  totalitarian  measure.  It  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  that  we  shall  need  every  vote 
that  we  can  muster. 

When  you  write  to  Mr.  Powell  tell  him 
that  many  folks  over  America  are  glad  that 
he  is  at  Bandung. 

Sincerely, 

E.  Paul  Weaver. 

Woman's  American  Baptist 

Home  Mission  Society, 

New  York,  N.  Y„  May  3,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Dr.  Powell:  You  may  not  know  that 
there  are  enough  American  Baptists  of 
pacifist  persuasion  to  get  out  a  release  and 
to  hold  an  annual  breakfast  at  national 
convention  time. 

Now  that  the  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  has  reported  out  a  bill  that  is  a 
combination  uniform  military  training  and 
Reserve  bill,  and  compulsory — I  turn  to  you 
as  a  leader  from  our  Baptist  fellowship  to 
represent  the  most  enlightened  point  of 
view  that  is  held — the  point  of  view  of  our 
Lord. 

Your  experiences  at  Bandung  will  prepare 
you  for  a  worldwide  parish  point  of  view, 
which  must  come  along  with  adequate  safe¬ 
guards.  But  surely  we  don’t  need  to  take 
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on  the  compulsory  military  feature  of  our 
twice-defeated  fellow  nation,  Germany. 

My  department  of  Christian  friendliness 
is  busy  sending  food  and  clothing  to  Euro¬ 
pean  Baptists  who  were  bombed  out  and 
resettling  refugees  from  political  coercion. 

May  God  continue  to  use  you, 

Bernice  Cofer. 

Baptist  Pacifist  Fellowship 

ACTION  MEMO 

Now:  Immediate  action  of  a  most  urgent 
sort  is  needed. 

Who?  By  all  persons  who  do  not  want  to 
see  the  Congress  permanently  fasten  upon 
America  the  Hitler,  Stalin  type  of  militarism 
known  as  universal  military  training  and 
conscription. 

Why:  Congress  is  this  moment  in  the  final 
stages  of  legislation  which  seeks  to  put  over 
the  old  UMT  under  a  new  name  and  with 
new  gimmick  features  which  bind  trainees 
far  longer. 

For  the  first  time  in  our  long  battle  against 
UMT,  a  majority  of  Congressmen  personally 
have  apparently  given  up  the  struggle 
against  it,  and  this  legislation  has  a  better- 
than-ever  likelihood  of  being  passed. 

You  can  stop  it,  but  only  if  you  act  at 
once.  Final  consideration  and  action  will 
be  taken  by  Congress  next  week,  April  18. 
and  following. 

Here’s  what  we  must  do  to  stop  it: 

1.  Go  to  Washington.  Organize  a  caravan, 
or  go  alone.  (It  will  cost  you  something, 
but  remember  what  Germany  paid  for  not 
opposing  permanent  universal  military 
training  and  service.)  Go  even  if  its  1  day. 
Report  to  Friends  Committee  on  National 
Legislation,  104  C  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.  C.  They  will  tell  you  how  to  “buttonhole” 
your  own  Senators  and  Representatives,  and 
give  you  names  of  others  whom  you  should 
talk  to  while  there.  You  are  there  to  tell  as 
many  Congressmen  as  possible  that  you 
oppose  permanent,  compulsory  military 
training  and  service  whatever  its  name  or 
its  other  features.  Your  visit  is  worth  the 
equivalent  of  5,000  letters  received  by  a 
Congressman. 

Take  along  a  number  of  people;  share  the 
expense  by  auto.  Cheap  lodging  is  avail¬ 
able.  Ask  the  Friends  Committee  for  par¬ 
ticulars  when  you  get  there. 

2.  Write — if  you  can’t  go — to  your  own 
Congressmen  and  Senators.  This  is  some¬ 
thing  everyone  can  do  and  has  done.  But  it 
must  be  done  again  now,  for  almost  no 
opposition  letters  are  going  in  now.  And 
American  Legion  newsletter  reports  that 
next  week  all  Legion  posts  will  simultane¬ 
ously  deluge  their  Congressmen,  with  a  goal 
of  5,000  letters  per  Congressman  all  in  favor 
of  permanent  conscription. 

If  you  need  up-to-date  information  on 
names  of  your  congressional  Representatives, 
call  your  city  or  county  offices,  or  your  local 
newspaper  or  Western  Union. 

For  literature  on  conscription  as  now  being 
presented,  write  today  to  National  Council 
on  Conscription,  same  address  as  Friends 
Committee. 

Remember  the  Pentagon  never  sleeps  on 
this  issue. 

Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  April  29,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  The  Congress 
of  Industrial  Organizations  continues  its 
unequivocal  opposition  to  the  establishment 
of  8  years  of  compulsory  military  and  Re¬ 
serve  training  for  the  Armed  Forces  as  estab¬ 
lished  in  H.  R.  5297. 

We  oppose  this  measure  and  we  urge  you 
to  vote  against  it  for  two  main  reasons: 
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1.  It  permits  the  advocates  of  unicersal 
military  training  to  get  their  foot  in  the 
door. 

2.  It  makes  participation  in  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  compulsory. 

The  original  proposal  submitted  to  the 
Congress  by  the  administration  provided  for 
6  months  of  training  for  a  minimum  of  100,- 
000  youths.  This  6-month  training  program 
was  in  addition  to  the  regular  operation  of 
the  Selective  Service  System.  It  is  true  that 
the  revised  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  no  longer  au¬ 
thorizes  the  drafting  of  individuals  for  the 
6-month  service,  but  provides  only  for  the 
voluntary  fulfillment  of  the  quota  for 
6-month  trainees.  However,  even  with  this 
revision,  there  is  still  provision  for  the  simul¬ 
taneous  operation  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  and  a  voluntary  6-month  trainee  sys¬ 
tem.  To  permit  this  is  not  only  to  sacrifice 
the  effectiveness  of  selective  service  and  the 
soundness  of  our  Armed  Forces,  but  to 
permit  the  advocates  of  universal  military 
training  to  initiate  first  on  a  voluntary  basis 
for  a  limited  number  of  people  a  program 
that  could  eventually  become  a  universal 
military  training  program. 

It  is  also  true  that  H.  R.  5297  has  removed. 
In  part,  the  compulsory  aspect  of  the  reserve 
training  program  from  the  original  admin¬ 
istration  proposal  which  suggested  that  indi¬ 
viduals  who  had  served  either  a  6-month 
training  period  or  a  2-year  period  under 
selective  service  were  subject  to  other  than 
honorable  discharge  for  failing  to  participate 
in  a  reserve  training  program.  This  form 
of  compulsion  is  abhorrent,  and  we  are  glad 
to  see  that  the  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  rejected  it. 

But  there  is  retained  in  H.  R.  5297  compul¬ 
sion  to  participate  in  reserve  training,  com¬ 
pulsion  brought  about  by  requiring  that  an 
Individual  be  called  back  to  active  duty  for 
45  days  if  he  fails  to  participate  in  the  speci¬ 
fied  reserve  training  program.  If  he  fails  to 
report  for  the  45  days  of  active  duty,  he 
then  becomes  subject  to  court  martial. 
Thus,  while  a  form  of  compulsion — discharge 
other  than  honorable — was  removed  from 
the  original  administration  bill,  there  is  still 
a  degree  of  compulsion  retained  in  H.  R. 
5297. 

The  adoption  of  this  bill  would  impose 
upon  the  youth  of  this  country,  for  the  first 
time  in  our  history,  8  years  of  compulsory 
military  service  either  on  active  duty  or  in 
Reserve  status. 

Our  committee  testified  before  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  proposed 
that  a  sincere  and  honest  effort  be  made  by 
the  Armed  Forces  and  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  develop  a  voluntary  reserve  train¬ 
ing  program.  This  has  not  really  been  done 
up  to  now.  Instead  the  Armed  Forces  have 
insisted  that  only  through  compulsion  can 
an  adequate  Reserve  force  be  established. 

We  are  convinced  that  with  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  proper  incentives  and  inducements  a 
far  more  effective  Reserve  force  could  be  de¬ 
veloped  than  the  one  which  would  result 
from  the  imposition  of  the  compulsory  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

We  urge  you,  therefore,  to  vote  against 
H.  R.  5297  because  there  is  need  for  neither 
a  compulsory  Reserve  program  nor  the  initia¬ 
tion  of  a  partial  universal  military  training 
system.  The  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  can  be  maintained  by  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  our  selective  service  program  and  the 
development  of  a  voluntary  reserve  training 
program. 

Sincerely  yours, 

L.  S.  Buckmaster,  Chairman. 

April  30,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  You  prob¬ 
ably  are  as  concerned  as  I  am  about  the 


pending  compulsory  Reserve  bill.  As  you 
know,  8  years  is  a  long  time  for  Americans 
to  be  under  military  control. 

When  General  Smuts  said:  “Conscription 
is  the  taproot  of  militarism,”  I  believe  he 
meant  that  you  can’t  train  the  boys  of  the 
Nation  physically  for  war  without  also  train¬ 
ing  their  minds  for  war. 

The  European  experience  with  such  a  pro¬ 
gram  was  so  disastrous  that  I  am  sure  we 
ought  to  think  twice  before  adopting,  in  the 
atomic  age,  a  program  that  may  gradually 
make  our  people  rely  primarily  on  military 
solutions  to  world  problems. 

Is  it  not  true  that  Reserve  groups  have 
testified  in  the  public  hearings  in  favor  of 
the  voluntary  system,  and  that  the  Navy 
and  Air  Force  were  especially  vocal  against 
this  compulsory  plan?  They  are  apparently 
confident  that  they  can  meet  required  goals 
without  this  bill. 

Why,  then,  should  we  tamper  with  our 
precious  freedom  to  impose  an  8-year  draft 
on  every  boy? 

Very  sincerely, 

Harry  Emerson  Fosdick. 

Women’s  International  League 

for  Peace  and  Freedom, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  April  25,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  This  is  to  follow  up 
my  conversation  with  your  secretary  on  April 
19.  I  am  enclosing  some  material  on  the 
UMT  and  compulsory  Reserve  bill,  which  I 
believe  you  will  find  useful  in  studying  the 
proposed  bill. 

We  surely  hope  that  ample  time  will  be 
given  for  the  Members  of  Congress  to  study 
the  hearings  before  the  bill  is  brought  to 
the  floor  for  action. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Annalee  Stewart, 

Mrs.  Alexander  Stewart, 

Legislative  Secretary. 

Mothers  of  the  World,  Inc., 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  April  25,  1955. 

Dear  Friend:  We  realize  that  the  universal 
military  training  bill  may  soon  come  up  for 
your  consideration  and  we  want  you  to  know 
that  we  are  absolutely  opposed  to  this  bill. 

We  will  never  be  in  favor  of  peacetime 
conscription  and  want  to  again  go  on  record, 
as  mothers  and  women  of  America,  as  op¬ 
posed  to  any  plan  that  would  tie  up  the 
lives  of  our  youth  for  8  to  10  years,  as  well 
as  seriously  affect  our  economic  structure 
and  American  way  of  life. 

We  are  again  submitting  the  attached 
copy  of  an  alternate  plan  to  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  which  we  trust  will  receive 
your  careful  consideration. 

We  are  constantly  praying  for  the  leaders 
In  our  Government  and  for  world  peace. 

Very  sincerely, 

Mrs.  Henry  A.  Krueger, 

President. 

Mrs.  John  Jordan, 

Chairman  of  the  Board. 


Mothers  of  the  World, 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

A  Program  of  Preparedness  for  National 
Defense 

All  loyal  thinking  Americans  want  ade¬ 
quate  national  defense.  Many  of  us  disagree 
as  to  the  best  method  for  achieving  it.  All 
of  us  have  difficulty  in  discussing  it  because 
the  terms  are  not  clearly  defined  and  there 
has  been  no  one  specific  plan  which  has 
been  generally  accepted  or  given  in  detail 
as  the  universal  military  training  plan. 

We  are  hereby  proposing  a  plan  which 
we  believe  will  be  more  effective,  more  eco¬ 
nomical,  and  more  fitting  in  our  democracy 
than  any  UMT  plan  which  has  been  pro¬ 
posed.  We  acknowledge  the  fear  of  a  mili¬ 
tary  hierachy.  We  acknowledge  the  fear  of 
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the  estimated  cost  of  any  UMT  plan  which 
has  been  proposed.  We  acknowledge  the 
fear  of  a  plan  which  seriously  disrupts  the 
educational,  the  professional,  and  the  skill 
development  of  our  youth. 

We  believe  that  history  has  proven  that 
universal  military  training  has  never  won 
a  war  or  prevented  a  war.  We  believe  that 
the  strength  of  our  society  is  in  the  scien¬ 
tific  ingenuity,  the  productive  capacity,  and 
the  individual  initiative  of  our  people.  We 
believe  that  any  of  the  proposed  plans  for 
UMT  neglect  to  use  these  factors  and  ac¬ 
tually  hinder  the  development  and  growth 
of  these  phases  of  our  society. 

OBJECTIVE  I.  TO  DEVELOP  PHYSICALLY  FIT  YOUTH 

Proposed  method:  To  place  in  the  public 
schools  of  the  United  States  a  program  of 
physical  examination  and  a  program  of  phy¬ 
sical  training,  for  all  children  from  grade  1 
through  the  senior  high  school. 

1.  This  program  to  be  under  the  direction 
of  a  trained  and  qualified  person  in  each 
school. 

2.  Physical  examination  by  competent  lo¬ 
cal  physicians. 

3.  The  physical  training  to  develop  proper 
physical  development  and  to  correct  de¬ 
ficiencies  detected  in  the  medical  examina¬ 
tions. 

4.  Programs  to  be  developed  under  general. 
Nation-wide  policies  within  the  framework 
of  the  United  States  Office  of  Education  and 
operated  under  a  board  representing  local 
medical,  educational,  and  lay  persons. 

5.  To  be  financed  completely  by  Federal 
funds. 

Advantages:  This  would  allow  local  con¬ 
trol;  would  recognize  that  it  is  a  national 
problem  and  therefore  financed  by  Federal 
funds;  and  would  allow  a  12-year  period  to 
detect  and  correct  physical  deficiencies. 

No  6-month  or  1-year  program  of  UMT 
will  develop  physically  fit  youth.  It  will 
physically  toughen  or  harden  youth.  But 
the  youth  must  be  physically  fit  to  start  and 
the  resulting  physical  toughness,  while  neces¬ 
sary  for  battle  performance,  cannot  be  main¬ 
tained  but  for  a  few  months  after  rigorous 
training  is  stopped.  Physical  toughening 
will  always  have  to  be  done  in  a  period  imme¬ 
diately  before  battle  assignment. 

OBJECTIVE  II.  TO  DEVELOP  MECHANICALLY  AND 

ELECTRICALLY  SKILLED  PERSONS  TO  MAIN¬ 
TAIN  A  HIGH  PRODUCTIVE  LEVEL  AND  HAVE  THE 

BASIC  SKILLS  FOR  OPERATING  WEAPONS  OF 

WARFARE 

Proposed  method :  To  place  in  every  public 
high  school  in  the  United  States  an  expanded 
vocational  training  program  in  the  basic 
skills  needed  for  national  defense  production 
and  for  operation  of  warfare  equipment. 

1.  Tlie  instructors  to  be  highly  trained  and 
experienced  persons. 

2.  The  basic  skill  areas  to  be  determined 
by  qualified  ^  military  and  industrial  per¬ 
sonnel. 

3.  To  be  operated  under  the  general  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Vocational  Division  of  the 
United  States  Office  of  Education  and  to  be 
financed  completely  from  Federal  funds, 
similar  to  the  program  of  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  for  national  defense  of  1942-46. 

4.  To  develop  a  program  of  aptitude  test¬ 
ing  and  prevocational  training  beginning  in 
grade  7  in  order  to  increase  the  efficiency  of 
instruction. 

5.  To  correlate  this  training  program  with 
manpower  needs  in  the  United  States  and 
State  employment  agencies. 

Advantages:  The  efficient  skill  training  of 
our  youth  would  raise  the  productive  capa¬ 
city  of  our  country  and  would  provide  the 
basic  skills  for  operating  the  machinery  of 
warfare. 

OBJECTIVE  HI.  TO  HAVE  TRAINED  MILITARY 
LEADERS 

Proposed  method:  A.  To  maintain,  expand, 
or  develop  additional  service  schools  and 
college  ROTC  units. 
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B.  To  continue  or  expand  State  and  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  units. 

1.  To  provide  extensive,  rigorous  leader¬ 
ship  training  in  service  schools  for  persons 
with  these  special  interests  or  aptitudes. 

2.  To  provide  leadership  training  for  mili¬ 
tary  careers  for  college  students  and  thus 
detect,  train,  and  interest  students  with 
military  and  leadership  qualities. 

3.  This  to  be  financed  and  directed  as  at 
present  or  under  new  regulations  as  experi¬ 
ence  indicates  better  methods. 

Advantages:  This  is  a  proven  method  of 
leadership  training  and  conforms  with  our 
democratic  processes  of  allowing  the  indi¬ 
vidual  to  choose  and  the  military  to  train 
and  select. 

OBJECTIVE  IV.  TO  MAINTAIN  AN  ADEQUATE  SIZE 
STANDING  ARMY 

Proposed  method:  A.  To  maintain  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  enlistments. 

B.  To  maintain  a  program  of  selective 
service  to  draft  men  up  to  the  number  needed 
at  any  specific  time  for  any  specific  need. 

1.  To  allow  and  encourage  enlistments  in 
the  services  and  areas  of  a  person’s  choice. 

2.  To  maintain  a  national  board  of  mili¬ 
tary  government,  industrial,  and  general 
public  leaders  to  determine  the  size  of  the 
standing  Army  at  any  particular  time  and 
for  any  particular  emergency. 

3.  To  maintain  a  selective  service  system 
of  drafting  personnel  up  to  the  Army  size  as 
determined  above. 

Advantages:  These  are  methods  which 
have  proven  satisfactory  in  our  society  and 
are  flexible  enough  to  provide  for  changing 
conditions.  They  have  also  proven  accept¬ 
able  to  our  Nation  as  a  whole. 

We  believe  that  as  more  persons  consider 
this  plan  additional  details  will  be  added  and 
improvements  made.  This  plan  uses  existing 
agencies  in  our  society  and  recognizes  the 
inherent  potential  power  of  education  of  our 
youth  over  a  12-year  period.  It  recognizes 
the  importance  of  industrial  production  and 
the  human  democratic  spirit  of  our  people. 
It  can  be  done  at  much  less  cost  than  esti¬ 
mates  of  CMT. 

Marion,  Ind.,  March  24, 1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Before  you  vote  on  the 
UMT  Reserve  bill,  I  wish  that  you  would  look 
at  the  enclosed  statement  made  by  some  of 
America’s  great  organizations  on  this  bill. 
If  you  doubt  the  intention  to  make  this  UMT, 
read  the  excerpt  from  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment’s  own  pamphlet. 

I  wish  that  you  would  have  time  to  read 
the  testimonies  of  the  churches  and  the 
church  organizations  that  testified  on  this 
measure.  Rev.  E.  Paul  Weaver  testified  for 
the  Indiana  Council  of  Churches.  As  you 
may  know  the  National  Council  of  Churches 
and  many  other  State  councils  of  churches 
voted  against  this  attempt  to  start  UMT. 

We  hope  that  enough  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  will  see  through  this  attempt  to  start 
UMT  in  addition  to  the  draft.  The  good  of 
America  should  be  above  politics.  As  you 
read  the  statements  of  these  organizations 
before  the  Armed  Services  Committees,  you 
will  see  that  this  attempt  to  start  UMT  can¬ 
not  be  for  the  good  of  our  country. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  J.  Ralph  Winger. 

April  28,  1955. 

Mrs.  J.  Ralph  Winger, 

Marion,  Ind. 

Dear  Mrs.  Winger  :  Thank  you  for  sending 
to  me  the  background  information  and  shar¬ 
ing  yoxg  views  on  UMT  with  which  I  agree. 


You  may  be  assured  of  my  continued  vig¬ 
orous  opposition  to  this  legislation. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress. 

What  They  Said  About  the  UMT-Reserve 
Bill 

IS  H.  R.  2967  INTENDED  TO  START  UMT? 

Department  of  Defense  National  Reserve 
Plan  (proposed)  February  3,  1955:  “In  addi¬ 
tion,  direct  procurement  for  the  Reserve 
Forces  provides  a  means  of  insuring  that  the 
manpower  pool  does  not  increase  to  a  point 
where  some  men  might  escape  military 
service  by  passing  the  age  of  military  lia¬ 
bility  without  being  called  upon  to  serve.” 

James  H.  Straubel,  executive  director,  Air 
Force  Association,  before  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee,  March  3,  1955:  “The 
question  of  equity  is  a  huge  one  and  can  be 
easily  oversimplified.  Certainly,  there  is  an 
equity  of  obligation  to  help  defend  this 
Nation  on  the  part  of  every  citizen,  but  it 
need  not  follow  that  this  means  equity  of 
service.  The  first  is  inherent  in  our  way  of 
life.  The  second — the  equity  of  service — 
should  be  dependent  upon  the  military  re¬ 
quirement.  If,  for  example,  it  is  possible  to 
deter  aggression  and  defend  the  Nation  with¬ 
out  running  every  qualified  male  citizen 
through  the  military  mill,  it  would  be  in¬ 
efficient  and  wasteful  to  do  so. 

“One  major  proponent  of  the  National  Re¬ 
serve  plan,  during  testimony,  in  questioning 
the  stated  Air  Force  requirements,  noted 
that  the  First  World  War  ‘was  won  by  men 
who  had  not  been  in  2  years,  because  it  did 
not  last  that  long.’  The  significance  of  the 
analogy  escapes  me.  I  cite  it  only  as  a  warn¬ 
ing  that  there  appears  to  be  more  than  a 
little  World  War  I  thinking  behind  this 
legislation. 

“The  National  Reserve  plan,  with  its  pro¬ 
vision  for  a  6-month  training  program,  is  a 
potential  danger  in  the  voluntary  enlistment 
program  of  the  Air  Force. 

“As  a  result  of  this  experience  and  our 
studies  of  the  military  manpower  problems, 
we  strongly  urge  that  this  committee  con¬ 
sider  a  National  Reserve  plan  based  on  in¬ 
ducements  for  voluntary  enlistment  rather 
than  compulsory  service. 

“We  believe  that  with  the  joint  effort  of 
the  Congress,  the  executive  branch,  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  industry  and  its  civic  agencies— that 
voluntary  enlistments  in  all  services  can  be 
vastly  increased.  We  think  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ment  is  more  democratic,  more  in  tune  with 
public  desire,  than  compulsory  service. 

“We  suggest  that  the  Reserve  obligation 
for  voluntary  enlistees  in  all  services  be 
omitted  entirely,  with  4  years  the  minimum 
enlistment  period. 

“Both  the  Air  Force  and  Navy  are  on  record 
that  they  desire  a  Voluntary  Reserve.  Thus, 
this  change  should  not  affect  them.  It  could, 
however,  be  an  important  inducement  for  a 
man  to  volunteer  for  Army  service  rather 
than  wait  to  be  drafted. 

“We  do  not  find  that  the  concept  of  equity 
of  service,  as  advanced  to  support  the  bill, 
is  compatible  with  the  military  require¬ 
ment.” 

Frank  S.  Pohanka,  Jr.,  national  secretary. 
Naval  Reserve  Association,  before  the  House 
of  Representatives  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  March  3,  1955:  “There  has  to  be  a 
lot  of  give  and  take  in  this  operation.  Forc¬ 
ing  a  person  to  do  something  simply  cannot 
give  maximum  results.  Rather,  it  is  a  matter 
of  leadership,  patriotic  motivation,  appealing 
to  the  best  in  the  individual,  and  achieving 
voluntary  and  full  cooperation. 

“How  will  a  draft  board  explain  that  It 
chose  one  boy  from  one  side  of  the  street  to 
serve  for  2  years  in  the  armed  services  and 
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chose  his  friend  on  the  other  side  of  the 
street  to  6  months’  service? 

“It  has  been  possible  for  a  man  to  enlist 
for  2  years  of  active  duty  as  a  reservist  for 
many  years.  Likewise,  he  has  been  given  a 
chance  to  enlist  for  4  years  in  the  Regular 
Navy.  We  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Association 
resent  the  implication  that  these  patriotic 
young  men  who  enlist  for  4  years  in  the 
Regular  Navy  are  doing  so  to  avoid  the  draft 
for  a  2-year  period.  Any  man  who  is  moti¬ 
vated  as  alleged  would  be  to  stupid  to  pass 
the  intelligence  test,  because  if  he  regards 
2  years  in  the  Army  as  unpalatable,  obviously 
he  would  be  foolish  to  sign  up  tor  4  years 
in  another  service,  which  might  be  equally 
or  more  unpalatable  for  2  additional  years. 
We  do  not  believe  the  young  men  think  in 
this  fashion. 

"We  request  most  sincerely  that  you  do  not 
require  the  Navy  to  utilize  the  6  months’ 
program  for  the  following  reasons: 

“(a)  It  is  not  suitable  to  Navy  training. 

“(b)  It  will  cost  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  2-year  program. 

“(c)  It  will  result  in  a  paper  Reserve 
which  is  not  genuinely  ready  for  mobiliza¬ 
tion. 

“(d)  It  will  seriously  hamper  the  Reserve 
training  program,  which  even  now  has  too 
many  untrained  men  in  it.” 

Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations, 
March  1,  1955:  “We  believe  that  the  National 
Reserve  plan,  which  purports  ‘to  provide 
maximum  equity  in  military  obligations  for 
all  qualified  individuals,’  actually  contains 
many  built-in  inequities. 

“We  unequivocally  oppose  the  use  of  com¬ 
pulsion  in  the  development  of  a  Reserve 
program. 

“We  thoroughly  support  the  development 
of  a  Reserve  force  which  is  maintained  on  a 
voluntary  basis. 

“H.  R.  2967  permits  the  advocates  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  to  accomplish  their 
first  step  toward  instituting  UMT.  For  the 
first  time  in  our  Nation’s  history,  America’s 
youth  would  be  saddled  with  8  to  10  years  of 
military  service.” 

Thomas  R.  Reid,  director  of  office  of  civic 
affairs,  Ford  Motor  Co.,  for  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  of  the  United  States,  before  the 
House  Armed  Services  Subcommittee,  March 
4,  1955:  “H.  R.  2967  places  no  ceiling  what¬ 
ever  on  the  size  of  the  Reserve.  Further¬ 
more,  there  is  insufficient  evidence  to  support 
the  Defense  Department  position  that  some 
form  of  active  military  service  by  every  able- 
bodied  young  man  of  draft  age  is  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  or  even  feasible  under  the 
proposed  National  Reserve  plan. 

“We  are  opposed  to  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  proposal  to  attain  a  3  million  mem¬ 
ber  Ready  Reserve  force  in  just  4  years,  on 
the  grounds  that  this  goal  is  completely  un¬ 
realistic.  Instead,  the  chamber  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  1,500,000  ceiling  that  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  placed  on  the 
Ready  Reserve  be  retained  as  the  1959  target 
strength  of  this  Reserve  category.  After 
developing  a  1,500,000-member  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  quality,  Congress  should  take  an¬ 
other  look  at  the  program  to  determine 
whether  a  larger  Ready  Reserve  is  necessary 
and,  if  necessary,  feasible. 

“By  restricting  the  size  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  to  1,500,000  until  the  need  for  and 
feasibility  of  a  larger  force  can  be  shown: 
The  Armed  Forces  should  be  able  to  obtain 
close  to  that  required  level  of  participation 
in  Reserve  training  on  a  voluntary  basis. 

“»  *  *  we  strongly  oppose  the  concept 
that  equity  demands  service  for  the  sake  of 
service  by  those  able-bodied  young  men  who 
may  be  available  in  excess  of  actual  mili¬ 
tary  requirements.” 

John  A.  Baker,  assistant  to  the  president, 
National  Farmers  Union,  presented  to  the 
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House  Armed  Services  Committee  February 
28  1955'  ‘'National  Farmers  Union  is  op¬ 
posed  to  H.  R.  2967  because  it  embodies  the 
principle  of  universal  military  training. 

"UMT  is  not  consistent  with  our  demo¬ 
cratic  process  under  which  individual  free¬ 
dom  is  inherent. 

“We  are  convinced  that  a  much  stronger 
national  defense  and  personnel  preparedness 
can  be  provided  for  the  Nation  through  an 
overall  program  composed  of  the  following 
phases: 

“1.  strong  voluntary  Regular  Armed 
Forces  buttressed  when  required  by  selec¬ 
tive  service. 

“2.  Adequate,  highly  trained  voluntary 
Heady  Reserves  with  programs  strengthened 
in  ways  which  will  increase  interest  and  lend 
importance  such  as  expanded  and  most  ef¬ 
fective  Reserve  programs,  improved  train¬ 
ing  facilities,  and  increased  pay  for  volun¬ 
teer  duty.” 

James  G.  Patton,  president.  National 
Farmers  Union,  presented  to  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  February  28, 
1955:  “Enactment  of  peacetime  military  con¬ 
scription  would  violate  the  traditional 
American  concept  of  democracy.  Our 
Founding  Fathers  had  uppermost  in  their 
thinking  the  establishment  of  a  form  of 
government  weighted  in  favor  of  civil  con¬ 
trol,  not  military  domination.  This  was  ac¬ 
complished  primarily  because  many  of  our 
ancestors  sought  asylum  in  this  country  to 
escape  tyrannical  military  systems. 

“I  strongly  urge  this  committee  to  pay 
heed  to  the  farm,  labor,  church,  educational, 
and  civic  organizations  who  have  opposed 
the  enactment  of  the  universal  military 
training  principle  and  that  other  equally 
effective  measures  be  instituted  to  maintain 
our  Armed  Forces.” 

McEwen,  Tenn.,  June  28,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman:  We  appreciate  very 
much  all  you  are  doing  to  prevent  bill  H.  R. 
6900  compulsory  Reserve  plan.  We  sincerely 
hope  you  continue  to  do  all  you  can  to  help 
defeat  this  un-American,  unconstitutional, 
and  unnecessary  legislation. 

Please  do  not  compromise  in  any  way. 
Stand  firm  against  the  compulsory  Reserve 
plan,  in  doing  so  you  will  be  helping  to 
preserve  our  freedom  our  most  precious  heri¬ 
tage. 

Hoping  compulsory  Reserve  plan  will  be 
defeated. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Marvin  Edwards. 


Ferndale,  Calif.,  June  27,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  You  are  to  be  con¬ 
gratulated  for  introducing  the  amendment 
which  really  prevented  passage  of  the  bill 
H.  R.  5297.  It  proves  that  the  bill  is  not 
essential  to  national  defense  in  the  minds  of 
Southern  militarists  like  Vinson. 

Now  compulsory  training  is  being  again 
considered  in  a  Reserve  bill.  We  hope  you 
will  continue  to  oppose  the  bill.  America 
does  not  need  and  should  not  have  com¬ 
pulsory  military  training. 

Sincerely, 

Dorothy  W.  Anderson. 

Portland,  Oreg.,  June  28,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

Member  of  Congress, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Thank  you 
for  your  letter  of  the  16th.  This  week  I  am 
interested  in  the  revised  Reserve  bill  com¬ 
ing  up.  I  trust  that  there  will  be  no  dis¬ 
crimination  in  the  National  Guard  and  other 
Reserve  units.  I  have  written  Congressman 


Ellsworth,  who  is  on  your  Rules  Committee, 
urging  that  there  be  no  limitation  in  the 
rule  which  would  handicap  you  in  offering 
protecting  amendments.  Let  me  know  if 
there  are  others  in  Congress  to  whom  it 
would  be  helpful  if  I  should  write. 

I  am  with  the  Bonneville  Power  Admin¬ 
istration,  and  we  have  had,  on  the  whole,  a 
fine  attitude  between  members  of  different 
racial  groups. 

Best  wishes. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Wm.  C.  Spencer. 

First  Baptist  Church, 
Burlington  Flats,  N.  Y.,  June  28,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Representative:  The  H.  R.  6900 
bill  contains  the  objectionable  features  of  the 
former  bill  and  therefore  should  be  defeated 
also,  for: 

1.  It  provides  for  compulsory  Reserve 
training  in  peacetime  which,  as  you  know, 
has  disrupted  the  life  of  our  young  people 
and  brought  about  so  much  unrest  among 
them. 

2.  It  quadruples  the  size  of  the  Reserve 
force  at  the  very  time  our  country  should 
be  leading  the  others  in  cutting  down. 

3.  It  raises  doubt  in  the  minds  of  other 
countries  as  to  the  sincerity  of  our  Presi¬ 
dent  and  of  our  country  wanting  peace. 

4.  It  ignores  your  amendment,  and  it’s 
time  my  people  give  equal  rights  to  their 
brothers. 

Sincerely  yours, 

B.  Bailey  Hathaway. 

Alum  Rock  Methodist  Church, 

San  Jose,  Calif.,  June  28,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  a  bit  belatedly  I  would 
like  to  commend  you  for  your  action  in  in¬ 
troducing  the  antisegregation  amendment  to 
the  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

I  have  been  opposed  to  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill  on  several  counts  and  am  par¬ 
ticularly  opposed  to  any  national  service  leg¬ 
islation  which  continues  Jim  Crowism.  It 
is  my  understanding  that  this  legislation  is 
coming  up  in  slightly  different  form.  I  urge 
you  and  will  urge  my  own  Representative, 
Charles  S.  Gubser,  to  oppose  any  attempt  at 
further  segregation  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Wayne  M.  Kessel,  Pastor. 


Washington  and 
United  Nations  Seminars, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  29,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  writing  to  ex¬ 
press  my  opposition  to  H.  R.  7000,  which  I 
understand  will  be  discussed  in  the  House 
very  soon.  While  certainly  an  improvement 
over  the  old  proposed  universal  military 
training  program,  it  still  seems  to  some  of 
us  to  leave  the  door  open  to  a  permanent 
peacetime  conscription  type  of  program. 

Our  country  must  have  adequate  defense, 
but  it  would  not  seem  that  this  compulsory 
Reserve  bill  is  the  answer.  It  also  might  be 
interpreted  by  some  other  countries  as  a  lack 
of  confidence  in  the  efforts  toward  easing  of 
tensions  and  disarmament  discussions  in 
which  we  have  given  leadership. 

I  recognize  that  there  are  many  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  this  subject,  but  I  did  want  you 
to  know  that  there  are  those  strongly  op¬ 
posed  to  this  new  bill. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Miriam  R.  Corbett. 

Miss  Miriam  R.  Corbett. 


Deane  Stockton  Stevens, 

Strong,  Maine,  June  27,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Clayton  Powell, 

The  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Today  the 
President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
passes  through  my  town  in  Maine.  I  wish 
it  were  you  instead.  For  like  you,  I  was 
shocked  at  Mr.  Eisenhower’s  recent  letter  to 
you  dealing  with  segregation.  I  am  delight¬ 
ed  to  read  that  you  are  more  than  ever 
determined  to  carry  on  your  battle  to  rid 
our  Nation  of  Jim  Crowism. 

Mr.  Powell,  on  matters  of  principle  there 
can  be  no  compromise.  With  the  back¬ 
ground  of  the  1954  and  1955  Supreme  Court 
decisions  against  racial  segregation  we  must 
avail  ourselves  of  every  opportunity  to  make 
those  decisions  living  realities,  not  just  high 
sounding  literary  victories. 

I  sincerely  hope  you  will  use  your  influence 
and  vote  to  defeat  the  Prussianization  of  our 
youth  through  involuntary  labor,  better 
known  as  UMT,  but  politely  termed  the  “Re¬ 
serve  program.”  In  yester  century  a  good 
many  of  our  fellow  citizens  were  slaves.  Let 
us  not  have  any  civilian  or  military  slaves. 
Courageous  Congressmen  like  you  can  save 
us  all. 

More  power  to  you  in  your  battle  against 
racial  segregation. 

Most  sincerely, 

Deane  S.  Stevens. 

Rocky  Mount  NAACP  Chapter, 

Rocky  Mount,  N.  C.,  June  26,  1955. 

Re  H.  R.  5297  and  Powell  amendment. 
President  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower;  Senators 

Richard  B.  Russell  and  Lyndon  John¬ 
son;  Representatives  McCormick  and 

Rayburn, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  President  and  Honorable  Congress¬ 
men:  It  is  noted  that  this  has  been  declared 
as  the  probable  week  for  final  action  on  H.  R. 
5297  and  the  Powell  amendment  thereto, 
which  amendment  is  aimed  at  the  prevention 
of  continued  discriminatory  practices  in  the 
maintenance  of  our  Armed  Forces  by  with¬ 
holding  Federal  funds  from  States  or  units 
which  practice  racial  or  religious  discrimi¬ 
nation  in  the  enlistment  of  recruits  for  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  duty. 

Be  it  here  known  that  liberal-minded 
Americans  of  all  races  (which  group  is  grow¬ 
ing  by  the  thousands,  yea,  million  daily) 
greatly  deplore  the  apparent  tendency  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
ignore  this  very  worthy  demonstration  of 
real  Americanism  and  to  sidestep  the  issue 
through  the  substitution  of  legislation  which 
would  circumvent  the  Powell  amendment. 

It  is  the  hope  and  prayers  of  all  minority- 
group  citizens  that  they  will  not  longer  be 
denied  the  right  to  enlist  to  defend  their 
beloved  America  on  a  par  with  every  other 
citizen. 

We  pray  to  our  Eternal  God,  the  Father  of 
all  mankind,  that  ye  who  sit  in  the  seats 
of  power  will  let  the  spirit  of  Christian 
brotherhood  guide  you  in  your  decisions  and 
deliberations  so  that  further  injustices  may 
not  be  heaped  upon  a  minority  whose  voice 
is  yet  small  in  the  halls  of  our  legislative 
bodies  of  their  State  and  Nation. 

We  beg  of  you,  Mr.  President,  Honorable 
Senators  and  Representatives,  that  you,  in¬ 
dividually  and  collectively,  continue  to  hold 
high  the  lamp  of  freedom  and  justice  for  all 
Americans  for  all  the  world  to  see;  that  other 
nations,  whose  lands  may  be  more  benighted 
than  ours,  may  see  our  true  expression  of  de¬ 
mocracy  and  be  constrained  accept  to  us  as 
friend  and  neighbor. 

We  hope  that  this  administration  will  con¬ 
tinue  the  wonderful  progress  thus  far  made 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8347 


in  the  realm  of  human  relations  for  all 
Americans,  yea,  all  citizens  of  the  world. 
Very  sincerely, 

Charlie  Jones,  President, 

J.  B.  Harren,  Acting  Secretary. 


Kentutjcky  Conference  of 

NAACP  Branches, 
Louisville  Ky.,  June  22,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Representative  in  Congress, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Congressman:  I  am  very  much 
impressed  with  the  stand  you  are  taking  rel¬ 
ative  to  the  antisegregation  clause  in  the 
Reserve  bill.  I  am  rather  surprised  at  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  requesting  that  the  clause 
be  stricken  from  the  bill.  If  we  are  to  have 
a  democracy  in  the  world,  we  must  first  prove 
to  the  world  that  democracy  can  work  at 
home.  Otherwise,  we  will  continue,  as  we 
now  are  to  be  a  laughing  stock  among  the 
nations  for  attempting  to  preach  something 
that  we  ourselves  do  not  practice.  So  stand 
your  ground,  and  if  their  are  any  suggestions 
as  to  the  way  that  this  branch  of  the  State 
conference  might  help  we  will  appreciate 
having  them.  Congratulations  to  you  for 
this  great  stand  in  the  cause  of  freedom. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Osceola  A.  Dawson,  Secretary. 

Bakersfield,  Calif.,  June  22,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  I  have 
thanked  God  for  you  daily  since  you  caused 
the  compulsory  Reserve  bill  to  be  tabled  by 
your  amendments.  I  mentioned  this  in  a 
sermon  and  was  asked  to  tell  about  what  you 
had  done  and  said  at  the  local  NAACP  meet¬ 
ing. 

Now  we  hear  the  bill  is  to  come  up  again 
in  new  form  and  without  your  amendment. 
Keep  up  your  good  work. 

I  am  the  pastor  of  a  church  (Methodist)  of 
almost  1,000  members  here. 

Sincerely, 

Charles  Edwin  Lord. 


Athens,  Ga.,  June  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  note  that,  spurred  by 
White  House  and  Pentagon  pressure,  Mr. 
Vinson  has  introduced  a  new  Reserve  bill. 
I  had  thought  that  the  various  older  versions 
of  UMT  were  sick  to  death.  But  intensive 
artificial  respiration  has  restored  a  spark  of 
life  to  the  old  bill,  even  though  nobody  seems 
to  be  happy  over  this  hybrid  compromising 
subterfuge,  not  even  the  Pentagon  or  the  Re¬ 
serve  groups.  Why  not  give  the  whole  busi¬ 
ness  a  decent  burial  and  get  on  to  some  con¬ 
structive  legislation  more  in  keeping  with 
military  and  international  realities  in  an 
atomic  age? 

There  are  many  objections  to  any  such 
legislation.  In  the  first  place,  I  am  on 
principle  opposed  to  universal  compulsory 
military  training — especially  in  peacetime. 
And  despite  all  the  sugar-coating,  this  new 
Vinson  bill,  H.  R.  6900,  contains  a  deceptive 
UMT  feature  of  compulsory  Reserve  train¬ 
ing.  The  cost  would  become  tremendous. 
It  would  provide  a  militia  organization  of 
“week-end  warriors”  when  what  we  need  is 
a  professional  Army  and  professional  civil- 
defense  reserve  with  highly  specialized  train¬ 
ing.  Any  such  Reserve  is  not  worth  the 
trouble  and  expense;  and  it  would  be  of  no 
use,  anyway,  if  we  were  subject  to  attack. 
It  does  not  provide  “equity”  of  service  for 
all  which  is  claimed  for  the  bill.  And  it 
raises  serious  doubts  as  to  our  sincerity  in 
asking  for  disarmament  and  serious  peace 
proposals.  Its  only  purpose  and  result  would 
be  to  militarize  our  Nation  and  put  it  on 
a  war  footing. 

Surely  this  is  no  time  for  military  expan¬ 
sion  and  big  military  talk,  just  when  the  Big 


Four  are  to  hold  conversations  at  the  sum¬ 
mit.  We  need  a  new  kind  of  creative  think¬ 
ing  and  acting  for  peace,  not  more  planning 
for  war  in  which  mutual  annihilation  will 
be  the  result. 

Cordially  yours, 

Paul  E.  Pfuetze. 

Here  is  one  southerner  who  hopes  you  will 
not  yield  on  your  point  of  nonsegregation 
in  the  Armed  Forces  and  the  Reserves. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  June  22,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  upon  the  vision,  patriotism, 
and  courage,  showing  real  statesmanship,  as 
a  thoroughly  American  Congressman,  as 
evinced  by  your  attitude  with  reference  to 
our  relations,  as  liberty-loving  Americans, 
to  the  very  important  events  transpiring  in 
the  world  in  the  upsurge  of  the  masses  in 
Asia  and  Africa,  and  their  irresistible  march 
toward  political  and  economic  freedom  and 
well-being. 

I  regret,  exceedingly,  that  my  country  re¬ 
frained — deliberately  refrained — from  hav¬ 
ing  an  active  and  affirmative  participation  in 
the  Bandung  Conference,  helping  to  direct 
it  in  its  deliberations  and  actions,  looking  to 
wider  liberty  and  a  more  lasting  and  com¬ 
plete  peace  in  the  world,  among  men  of  good 
will.  It  seems  to  me  that  as  leaders  of  the 
free  world,  we  should  have  been  active  and 
urgent  and  persistent  in  that  conference  in 
calling  the  attention  Of  all  the  world  to  the 
fact  that  black  and  white  man  fought  and 
suffered  and  .sacrificed  and  died  to  make 
freedom  in  the  world  a  reality,  and  that  a 
black  man  was  the  first  to  die,  that  American 
liberty  might  live. 

Now  you  are  insisting  upon  a  course  of 
duty,  as  I  see  it,  in  legislation,  which  will 
further  the  unquestioned  American  ideal 
and  the  unquestioned  demand  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Constitution  that  the  color  bar  be 
permanently  and  actually  removed,  and  not 
further  operate  to  repress  the  colored  Ameri¬ 
can  as  he  seeks  to  enlist  his  best  efforts 
in  contributing  to  our  national  leadership  of 
a  really  free  world,  including  all  men  every¬ 
where. 

The  conduct  of  many  of  the  former  slave 
States,  since  the  Court’s  decision  against  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  schools,  discloses  the  un¬ 
fortunate  fact  that  wide  differences  on  es¬ 
sential  principles  of  equality  still  afflict  our 
Nation,  to  a  hurtful  degree  as  it  did  in  the 
time  of  Lincoln. 

So,  you  are  to  be  congratulated,  my  dear 
sir,  for  the  fight  which  you  are  making,  and 
I  only  trust  that  every  American  lover  of  his 
kind  and  of  his  Nation  and  of  liberty  will 
make  their  support  of  your  action  speedily 
known  and  felt  in  the  councils  of  the  Na¬ 
tion. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Alexander  H.  Martin. 


Richmond,  Va.,  June  24,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Congressman:  This  morning’s 
Times-Dispatch  of  Richmond  is  indeed  bril¬ 
liant  on  page  10 — NAACP — Congress  high¬ 
lights. 

Fight  on  little  David  against  Goliath.  Our 
God  lives. 

Sincerely, 

Alberta  Henley. 

P.  S. — God  send  the  day  when  I  can  com¬ 
plete  my  life  membership  in  NAACP. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

'Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Congressman  :  Congratulations 
on  your  stand  on  the  Eisenhower  letter. 

Many,  many  people  are  unimpressed  with 
the  “go  slow”  policy  which  has  obstructed 
progress  toward  equality  for  so  long.  Demo¬ 
cratic  rights  are  not  assured  by  simply  wait¬ 
ing  for  the  good  in  the  white  man  to  tri¬ 
umph — it  won’t  without  vigorous  prodding. 

Housing,  schools,  and  Army  service  are  es¬ 
sential  aspects  of  American  life,  as  Presi¬ 
dential  messages  and  congressional  action 
testify.  Here  then  are  the  places  to  force 
Congressmen  and  the  President  to  stand  up 
in  public  and  be  counted.  A  failure  here  is 
a  failure  in  democracy — not  just  solely  in 
civil  rights — and  it  affects  white  and  Negro 
alike.  In  fact,  in  the  long,  long  view  of  our 
world,  it  may  affect  the  white  man  most  of 
all. 

As  Marshall  said  in  Atlantic  City  the  other 
day,  “We  Negro  Americans  will  continue  with 
unrelenting  determination  to  save  the  souls 
of  the  white  Western  world.  We  will  not 
stop,  we  will  not  pause  until  this  is  ac¬ 
complished.”  There  are  white  Americans 
who  acknowledge  the  deep  truth  of  these 
words  and  who  support  all  efforts  as  a  matter 
of  conscience,  not  of  politics. 

I  would  also  like  to  thank  you  for  your 
courage  and  insight  re  the  Bandung  Con¬ 
ference.  It  must  be  a  bitter  thing  to  be  so 
prescient  and  have  to  fight  the  opposition  and 
apathy  of  Government  bureaucrats  as  you 
did,  to  say  nothing  of  the  attitude  of  the 
white  press. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Bette  V.  Reed. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr.: 

Dear  Sir:  Keep  up  your  fight  against  bias 
and  bigotry. 

The  Eisenhower  administration  is  the  most 
anitcolored  and  anti-Semitic  we  ever  had. 

I  lost  my  job  for  filing  charges  of  anti¬ 
semitism  against  a  supervisor  in  the  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  post  office. 

If  you  are  interested,  I  can  tell  you  plenty 
about  bias  here.  Can  I  tell  you  my  story? 

Respectfully, 

Louis  Traurig. 


The  Tieszen  Clinic,  Inc., 

Tieszen  Chiropractic  Hospital, 

Marion,  S.  Dak.,  June  21,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir  :  I  am  writing  you  to  express 
my  appreciation  for  your  part  in  temporarily 
holding  up  the  passage  of  H.  R.  5297,  known 
as  the  UMT  or  compulsory  Reserve  bill.  I 
want  to  congratulate  you  on  the  stand  you 
have  taken  against  this  un-American  bill, 
and  I  hope  you  can  keep  up  the  good  fight 
until  this  bill  dies  a  natural  death. 

We  boast  about  being  a  free  nation.  I  hope 
we  can  keep  it  free — free  from  military  con¬ 
trol  as  well  as  from  other  types  of  despotism. 
Very  truly  yours, 

Isaac  P.  Tieszen,  D.  C. 


General  Broadcasting  Co., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  24,  1955. 
Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Carry  on  your  antiseg¬ 
regation  work;  don’t  quit. 

Sincerely, 


Dave  Rolonty. 


Plymouth  Congregational  Church, 

Utica,  N.  Y .,  June  25,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Let  me  commend  you 
with  the  forthright  stand  you  have  taken 
with  regard  to  the  antisegregation  issue  as 
it  relates  to  the  military  Reserve  bill. 

I  am  sure  that  at  the  present  time  you  are 
under  heavy  pressure  from  administration 
sources  to  discontinue  your  fight  over  the 
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antisegregation  issue  when  the  military 
Reserve  legislation  comes  to  the  floor  of  the 
House.  I  simply  want  to  say,  however,  that 
there  are  many  of  us  in  agreement  with  your 
stand  that  under  present  world  conditions 
we  simply  cannot  proclaim  freedom  with  our 
lips,  and  then  fail  to  back  it  up  in  concrete 
form. 

May  I  urge  you  to  continue  your  fight  with 
regard  to  this  particular  piece  of  legisla¬ 
tion  (H.  R.  6900). 

Sincerely, 

Harold  R.  Fray,  Jr. 


Utica,  N.  Y.,  June  25, 1955. 
Hon.  A.  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

X  am  writing  you  as  one  of  my  Representa¬ 
tives  to  urge  that  you  put  a  rider  on  the 
military  training  bill  (which  I  believe  comes 
up  this  next  week)  for  antisegregation.  I 
understand  you  have  favored  this  stand. 

Very  truly, 

(Miss)  Sarah  P.  Maybury. 

Altoona  Pa.,  June  24,  1955. 
Congressman  A.  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thank  God,  and  I  do 
not  say  it  lightly,  for  our  Congressmen  and 
Senators  who  labor  so  long  and  so  untiring¬ 
ly  for  the  good  of  our  national  interests  and 
for  the  people  they  represent.  Their  praises 
so  often  go  unsung — we  feel  that  there  are 
some  of  this  number  who  would  not  have  it 
otherwise. 

But  even  the  most  astute  and  the  most 
conscientious  need  to  be  on  guard  against 
enacting  legislation  which  will  restrict  the 
fullest  of  progress  and  which  will  only  serve 
to  satisfy  the  selfish  interests  of  a  group  or 
groups  who  seek  undue  advantages. 

Many  of  your  constituents  are  confused  at 
times  by  the  furious  debates  which  take  place 
in  your  halls  over  proposed  measures  and 
the  way  in  which  they  are  proposed.  We  are 
concerned  over  the  recurrence  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  military  Reserve  bill.  Those  who  are 
proponents  of  this  measure  advance  the  con¬ 
tention  that  it  is  not  a  UMT  legislation.  To 
this  we  cannot  agree,  since  the  provisions 
make  it  compulsory  that  all  either  enlist  for 
a  short  training  period  or  are  subject  to  a 
longer  term  of  active  training  and  service. 
The  first  would  be  subject  to  long  member¬ 
ship  in  the  Reserves  with  periodic  training 
over  several  years,  or,  failing  this,  be  put  into 
active  service.  The  second  group  would 
still  be  in  the  Reserves  for  a  long  period, 
making  very  uncertain  a  man’s  planning  of 
his  life’s  work.  Again,  we  would  avoid  any 
questioning  of  the  proponent’s  integrity 
when  on  one  hand  they  claim  world  tension 
is  lessening  and  the  increasing  need  for  limi¬ 
tations  of  armaments  while  on  the  other 
hand  they  insist  that  such  a  measure  as  this 
is  the  answer.  Would  not  the  passage  of 
this  make  enemies  of  our  potential  and 
would-be  friends?  And  then,  how  can  we 
use  advantageously  such  an  enlarged  group 
when  we  fail  so  miserably  in  the  handling 
of  our  present  Reserves?  Are  we  altogether 
wrong  when  we  feel  that  this  measure  is 
pushed  by  those  who  stand  to  receive  great 
monetary  profits  and  by  those  who  seek  to 
preserve  their  jobs  and  to  insure  positions 
for  their  ever-increasing  numbers? 

Such  a  measure  seems  to  me  illogical,  un¬ 
needed,  and  lacking  in  Christian  principles. 

We  do  desire  and  do  hereby  urge  you  to 
oppose  in  an  active  manner  this  bill  which 
would  be  the  sowing  of  dragons’  teeth  were 
it  to  pass. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

C.  H.  Cameron. 


June  23,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  X  am  writ¬ 
ing  this  letter  for  the  sole  purpose  of  encour¬ 
aging  you  in  your  stand  on  the  issue  of  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  National  Guard.  Your  fight 
is  of  special  importance  since  it  follows  the 
Supreme  Court  decision  to  abolish  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  public  schools.  It  represents 
an  opportune  chance  to  strike  another  blow 
against  racial  discrimination. 

The  National  Guard  is  symbolic  in  that  it 
embodies  our  belief  that  freemen  will  rise 
to  defend  their  liberties.  The  guard  can 
hardly  be  a  pure  symbol  if  it  is  tainted  with 
racial  prejudice.  We,  a  Nation  that  claims 
loudly  to  be  the  freest  people  on  earth,  are 
only  a  hypocrisy  instead  of  a  democracy  so 
long  as  we  permit  a  national  institution  to 
remain  steeped  in  segregation. 

You  speak  not  only  for  your  race,  but  for 
all  Americans  who  would  like  to  see  this 
country  realize  the  goal  of  universal  freedom 
which  it  had  long  ago  claimed  to  have 
achieved. 

Respectfully, 

Bernard  Weinstein. 

Northville,  Mich.,  June  23,  1955. 
Hon.  Representative  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Clayton  Powell:  Congratu¬ 
lations  for  introducing  the  amendment 
which  prevented  the  passage  of  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

Respectfully, 

Alta  Powers. 

Chillicothe,  Mo.,  June  7,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton,  Powell, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  are  watching  the  UM-com- 
pulsory  Reserve  bill  with  great  interest  and 
are  grateful  to  you  for  your  antisegregation 
amendment.  We  urge  you  not  to  accept  any 
compromise  to  this  amendment.  We  feel 
that  the  whole  bill  is  wrong. 

Yours  truly, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  George  Seiberling. 

Atchison,  Kans.,  June  22,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  thank  you  for  authoring  the 
bill  on  antisegregation  which  operated  to 
hamper  passage  of  the  military  Reserve  bill. 
Anything  which  can  help  prevent  passage  of 
such  a  bill  is  a  service  to  the  people,  not 
only  at  present  but  in  generations  to  come. 

Please  stick  to  your  position.  Giving  con¬ 
trol  of  youth,  colored  or  white,  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  for  8  years  of  their  lives  would  be  a  sur¬ 
render  of  freedom  for  all. 

Yours  truly, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Morris  Nielson. 

P.  S.  Please  do  not  feel  that  this  requires 
a  reply. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  June  22,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr. 

Dear  Representative  From  New  York:  I 
have  been  following  your  work  on  the  draft 
question. 

Keep  up  the  good  work  on  regarding  anti¬ 
segregation. 

Being  a  member  of  St.  Petersburg  Peace 
and  Civic  Committee  in  our  Friends  meeting. 

Have  been  active  in  antiwar  work  since 
1912. 

Member  of  the  Council  of  Human  Relations 
and  the  Childrens  Interracial  Organiza¬ 
tion. 

Enclosed  find  a  poem  by  my  wife  opposing 
war  and  injustice. 

Mrs.  Krahl  passed  away  November  28  last. 

We  must  have  that  discontent  if  we  ex¬ 
pect  to  accomplish  anything. 

Respectfully, 

Louis  O.  Krahl. 


Am  I  Content? 

Am  I  content?  No,  oh  no. 

Thank  God,  He  does  not  make  me  so. 

While  poverty  and  wrong  exist 
Should  I  stay  in  a  rosy  mist 
Of  peaceful  lethargy:  not  know 
Of  things  that  hurt  my  brothers  so, 

While  men  will  crush  and  twist  and  grind 
The  weaker  members  of  their  kind? 

Must  I  say,  ‘‘Soul,  close  thou  mine  eyes?” 
Must  I  say,  “Mind,  be  not  too  wise?” 

Nay,  I  would  make  my  miscontent 
As  surgeons  steel,  to  probe  the  rent 
And  find  the  cause,  and  then  to  heal. 

Oh,  to  my  discontent  add  zeal. 

And  though  my  part  be  dull  and  small 
God  grant  I  do  my  best,  my  all. 

And  then,  when  I  am  old  and  spent 
I’ll  view  the  past 

And  I  know  my  soul  will  find  content. 

I’ll  know  my  soul  can  be  content. 

Ada  B.  Krahl  (beloved  life  partner  of 
Louis  O.  Krahl,  who  together,  devoted  their 
lives  to  the  noble  cause  of  peace  on  earth.) 

September  1,  1927. 

White  Plains,  N.  Y.,  June  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Although  I  am  not  one  of  your 
constituents,  I  wish  to  heartily  commend 
your  stand  concerning  President  Eisenhow¬ 
er’s  request  that  antisegregation  riders  not 
be  attached  to  essential  legislative  programs. 

I  feel  that  these  essential  programs  should 
only  become  law  with  the  necessary  safe¬ 
guards  to  enable  all  of  our  citizens  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  them  equally. 

Yours  truly, 

Doris  Wilbur  Williams. 

June  23,  1955. 

Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Inasmuch 
as  you  have  announced  your  intention  to 
stick  by  your  antisegregation  amendment  to 
the  military  Reserve  bill  and  to  seek  to  add 
it  to  any  substitute  which  may  be  intro¬ 
duced,  I  suppose  this  note  is  superfluous,  in 
any  event.  However,  I  imagine  that  you’ve 
been  subjected  to  considerable  pressure  to 
drop  this  plan  and  therefore  an  occasional 
word  from  a  supporter  may  be  welcome. 

I  think  you  have  struck  the  first  really 
telling  legislative  blow  against  discrimina¬ 
tion  that  Congress  has  seen  in  many  years. 
Undoubtedly  if  you  recede  from  the  amend¬ 
ment  plan  in  exchange  for  a  promise  to 
introduce  separate  legislation,  the  latter  will 
die  for  precisely  the  same  reason  that  your 
amendment  is  so  telling;  southerners  will 
block  it.  Moreover,  you  have  succeeded  in 
putting  the  shoe  on  the  proper  foot  by 
showing  that  it  is  really  that  group  which 
places  discrimination  above  other  national 
interests,  rather  than  Congressmen  such 
as  yourself  who  seek  to  end  discrimination. 

It  really  is  time  to  insure  that  Federal 
funds  are  not  used  to  support  segregation. 
Your  amendment  to  the  Reserve  bill  is,  I 
hope,  only  the  first  of  many  such  which  in 
sum  will  clearly  pose  the  issue.  Does  the 
Southern  block  place  bigotry  above  national 
welfare?  If  the  attack  is  pressed  I  think  ul¬ 
timately  they  will  not  continue  to  do  so. 

Congratulations  and  best  wishes  then. 

James  H.  Heller, 
Barbara  S.  Heller. 

Modesto  Calif.,  June  23,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  was  heartened  by  your  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill  re¬ 
cently  brought  up  before  the  House.  It 
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has  come  to  my  attention  that  another  bill 
of  similar  intent  is  being  pushed  through 
Congress.  I  trust  you  will  continue  your 
fight  to  defeat  all  aspects  of  Jim  Crow 
In  our  national  life,  and  further,  any  com¬ 
pulsory  form  of  conscription  for  Army  Re¬ 
serve. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Rudy  Potockink. 

National  Association  "foe  the 
Advancement  of  Colored  People, 

Columbus,  Ohio,  June  24, 1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir:  I  have  just  read  today’s 
New  York  Times  regarding  your  reaction  to 
the  President’s  request  that  you  not  attach 
antibias  riders  to  bills  on  Reserves,  schools, 
and  health. 

I  write  commending  you  for  your  valiant 
stand  and  urge  your  continued  insistence 
on  the  adoption  of  your  riders.  Please  feel 
free  to  call  upon  this  branch  to  help  in 
any  way  possible.  I  am  writing  Congress¬ 
man  Vorys  urging  him  to  support  your 
measures,  and  to  the  President  urging  him 
to  put  the  finger  on  those  who  practice 
racial  discrimination  and  segregation  rather 
than  on  those  who  oppose  such  practice. 

Most  sincerely, 

Barbee  Wm.  Durham. 

Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  24,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Powell, 

The  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  writing  you  to  en¬ 
courage  you  to  continue  to  make  your 
stand  for  the  inclusion  of  antisegregation 
clauses  in  any  forthcoming  legislation,  now 
especially,  the  military  Reserve  and  the 
school  construction  bills.  We  are  in  danger 
of  undoing  the  antisegregation  develop¬ 
ments  in  the  armed  services  during  the  last 
war  and/or  the  spirit  of  the  September  1954 
Supreme  Court  school  desegregation  ruling 
if  such  new  legislation,  minus  the  amend¬ 
ments,  were  allowed  to  pass.  This  is  a  new 
era  demanding  new  concepts  of  law. 

We  are  vacationing  in  Midwest  and 
thought  you  might  be  interested  in  news 
clipping. 

Sincerely, 

Phyllis  L.  Warren. 

[Prom  Kansas  City  Times  of  June  24,  1955] 
Rejects  Ike  Plea — Antisegregation  Amend¬ 
ments  Will  Not  Be  Withdrawn  by  Pow¬ 
ell — Shocked  by  a  Letter — President’s 

Appeal  Only  Increases  His  Determination, 

Says  Representative 

Washington,  June  23. — Representative 
Powell,  Democrat,  of  New  York,  today  turned 
down  a  personal  appeal  by  President  Eisen¬ 
hower  to  withdraw  antisegregation  amend¬ 
ments  which  the  President  said  would  kill 
essential  military  Reserve  and  school-con¬ 
struction  legislation. 

Powell  told  a  news  conference  that  the 
dangerous  and  shocking  letter  from  the 
President,  delivered  today,  had  made  him 
more  determined  to  carry  on  an  antisegre¬ 
gation  fight. 

The  New  Yorker,  1  of  3  Negroes  in  the 
House,  said  he  has  definitely  decided  on  an 
antisegregation  amendment  to  the  pending 
school  bill  and  is  only  awaiting  legal  advice 
before  deciding  on  a  similar  proposal  for  a 
compromise  Reserve  bill  coming  up  soon. 

The  President  wrote,  in  a  letter  dated  Tues¬ 
day,  that  “progress  in  ending  segregation  is 
difficult  if  not  impossible  if  we  are  to  depend 
upon  incorporating  nonsegregation  clauses 
in  legislation  that  the  Senate  will  not  favor¬ 
ably  consider  and  hence  will  never  become 
law." 

“And  it  is  a  fact  of  history,”  the  President 
continued,  “that  no  legislation,  however 


meritorious,  containing  such  a  provision  has 
ever  passed  the  Senate. 

“*  *  *  Reserve  legislation  with  a  nonseg¬ 
regation  provision  affecting  the  National 
Guard  cannot  now  become  law.  School  con¬ 
struction  legislation  containing  a  nonsegre¬ 
gation  provision  cannot  now  become  the 
law.” 

Antiaircraft  Artillery 
Replacement  Training  Center, 

Fort  Bliss,  Tex.,  June  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Member,  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Recently  I  have  been 
reading  in  the  newspapers  the  account  of 
your  action  with  regard  to  the  Reserve  plan 
which  is  being  supported  by  the  President. 

I  wish  to  highly  commend  your  action  in 
putting  in  an  amendment  to  bar  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  Reserve  units. 

I  have  served  with  quite  a  few  colored  peo¬ 
ple,  and  I  find  most  of  them  better  soldiers 
than  some  of  my  own  people. 

Please  keep  up  the  fight.  If  another  Re¬ 
serve  bill  is  introduced,  please  make  sure 
that  an  antisegregation  amendment  is  put 
in  so  our  National  Guard  units  will  not  be 
segregated. 

Wishing  you  the  best  of  luck  in  your  fight 
for  a  free  and  equal  America,  I  am 

Cordially  yours, 

Pfc.  John  M.  Hanley. 

Christ  Church, 

Kilauea,  Kauai,  T.  H.,  June  22,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Honorable  Sir:  At  this  time  when 
there  are  indications  on  several  fronts  that 
peace  is  breaking  out  in  our  world,  you  are  to 
be  commended  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  really  prevented  passage  of  the 
recent  DMT  bill. 

Today  our  country  and  the  world  needs  a 
program  that  is  geared  to  a  hope  for  peace, 
not  a  fear  of  war.  May  UMT  (under  what¬ 
ever  name)  be  forever  banished  fiom  our 
land. 

May  God  forever  bless  and  guide  you  in 
your  labors. 

Most  respectfully  yours, 

S.  N.  McCain,  Jr. 

Ken  Gardens,  N.  Y.,  June  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  hope  you 
will  stand  firm  against  Carl  Vinson’s  latest 
undemocratic  onslaught  for  a  compulsory 
Reserve. 

In  an  H-bomb  era  this  man  is  not  con¬ 
cerned  with  defense,  but  the  satisfaction  of 
his  own  ego  with  its  blind  fury.  He  dares 
anyone  to  challenge  him  with  his  prestige 
and  power. 

His  compulsory  Reserve  correspondence 
course  is  a  desperate  joke  to  sell  his  plan. 
It’s  time  to  call  him  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

John  B.  Pettengill. 

Providence,  R.  I.,  June  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  have  read  in  the 
Providence  Journal  this  day  the  parts  or  let¬ 
ter  received  by  you  from  the  President,  and 
I  am  unable  to  understand  how  anyone  could 
mistake  a  secondary  for  a  primary  concern 
when  the  security  for  the  continuance  of  a 
democratic  form  of  government  is  under 
consideration. 

This  error  in  thinking  has,  lately,  received 
considerable  attention  and  adverse  decisions 
from  the  Supreme  and  appeals  courts  and 
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must  abroad  be  a  source  of  considerable 
ironic  laughter. 

As  a  white  citizen  I  earnestly  hope  that 
you  will  attach  your  amendment  on  every 
bill. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  E.  Barlow. 

Board  of  World  Peace 
of  the  Methodist  Church, 
Chicago,  III.,  June  25,  1955. 
To  the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  of 
the  United  States: 

This  letter  is  to  call  your  attention  again 
to  the  continuing  stubborn  opposition  of 
the  Methodist  Church  and  our  leaders  to 
the  current  efforts  to  enact  legislation  for  a 
voluntary  Reserve. 

The  confusion  of  thinking  revealed  in  pre¬ 
vailing  miscellaneous  proposals  to  create  a 
250,000-a-year  manpower  pool  is  a  sufficient 
argument  in  itself  for  the  House  to  reject 
all  of  these  current  proposals.  They  are 
based  on  the  diminishing  hope  that  some¬ 
thing  may  be  adopted  to  satisfy  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  request.  The  confusion  itself  be¬ 
tween  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Corps,  American 
Veterans  of  World  War  n,  the  American 
Legion,  and  in  Congress  itself  is  convincing 
evidence  that  there  is  no  clear  basis  or  need 
for  this  legislation. 

The  entire  youth  of  America  constitute 
the  reserve  pool  from  which  man  can  and 
would  be  selected  in  the  event  of  an  emer¬ 
gency.  The  idea  that  a  brief  period  of 
months  of  training  followed  by  1  night  a 
week  study  and  drill  can  form  a  Reserve 
adequate  in  training  its  members  to  permit 
a  quick  general  mobilization  of  all  our  mili¬ 
tary  strength  is  absurd.  This  is  what  the 
President  stated,  in  his  address  of  January 
13,  should  be  the  third  part  of  "three  ele¬ 
ments  *  *  *  to  this  military  posture.” 

Why  are  the  church  and  so  many  civilian 
organizations  opposed?  Perhaps  it  is  be¬ 
cause  we  do  not  believe  that  the  goal  of 
America  is  this  proper  military  posture — in 
peacetime.  We  do  not  believe  a  proper  mili¬ 
tary  posture  is  the  American  dream.  *  *  * 
Men  fled  from  European  countries  to  this 
country  to  get  away  from  this  kind  of  dream. 
Congress  recognizes  this.  It  has  throughout 
the  150  years  of  its  existence  rejected  every 
proposal  for  universal  military  training 
which  would  have  established  this  proper 
military  posture.  The  confusion  in  the  ob¬ 
jectives  and  plans  of  the  defense  agencies 
of  the  Government  itself  makes  the  pro¬ 
posals  for  the  youth  reserve  unrealistic, 
inane,  ineffective.  They  constitute  a  lure 
(as  in  Carl  Vinson’s  compromise  bill)  de¬ 
signed  to  permit  youth  under  19  to  escape 
draft  duty  by  offering  a  plan  which  is  merely 
an  option  in  a  compulsory  setup,  a  plan 
which  lacks  the  confidence  of  Congress  it¬ 
self.  Such  a  Reserve  could  not  possibly  be 
mobolized,  organized,  trained,  hardened  for 
duty  to  meet  the  President’s  objective,  to 
permit  a  quick  general  mobilization  of  all 
our  military  strength.  Congress  should  also 
hesitate  long  before  adopting  measures  giv¬ 
ing  the  President  authority  to  call  into  active 
service  up  to  1  million  active  reservists  with¬ 
out  reference  to  Congress  in  a  presidentially 
declared  emergency.  If  the  emergency  is 
real.  Congress  will  know  it  and  will  act. 

We  believe  Congress  should  let  the  Reserve 
recommendations  expire  without  action.  We 
cannot  overcome  the  conviction  that  the  de¬ 
ceptive  so-called  Voluntary  Reserve  is  pat¬ 
ently  an  effort  to  get  the  UMT  camel’s  nose 
under  the  tent. 

In  the  next  session  of  Congress,  the  House 
and  Senate  committees  could  startle  the 
world  by  challenging  the  nations  with  posi¬ 
tive  proposals  for  a  totally  new  approach  to 
the  problems  of  defense.  This  should  be 
done. 

In  appreciation  to  all  Congresses  of  the 
past  which  have  maintained  a  level  head  in 
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keeping  the  civilian  life  of  America  above  its 
military  structure,  I  am 

Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  F.  Boss,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary. 

Bright  Hope  Baptist  Church, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  26,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  Congress, 

Washington,  D.  C, 

Dear  Reverend  Powell  :  I  commend  you  on 
the  courageous  stand  you  are  taking  in  your 
effort  to  have  our  Government  do  the  right 
and  moral  thing  by  abolishing  segregation 
and  discrimination  in  every  phase  of  our 
national  life. 

May  God  continue  to  bless  you  and  keep 
you  in  the  service  of  our  race  and  our  Nation. 

Sincerely  and  respectfully  yours, 

William  H.  Gray,  Jr. 

Montgomery,  Ala.,  June  24,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Congratula¬ 
tions  on  your  stand  on  the  Armed  Forces  Re¬ 
serve  bill  and  the  impending  bill  to  grant 
Federal  aid  for  school  construction.  Uncon¬ 
stitutional  practices  such  as  racial  discrimi¬ 
nation  and  segregation  can  never  be  elimi¬ 
nated  if  they  are  supported  by  Federal  legis¬ 
lation  which  encourages  their  continuance. 
The  amendments  you  propose  will  go  far  to¬ 
ward  achieving  constitutional  use  of  Federal 
funds  and  agencies.  The  more  essential  the 
legislation  (and  both  of  these  bills  certainly 
are  of  utmost  importance  to  the  Nation) ,  the 
more  reason  that  it  should  be  so  written  as 
to  preclude  any  possibility  of  its  being  used 
to  continue  unconstitutional  and  undemo¬ 
cratic  practices. 

I  am  encouraged  to  know  that  you  will  re¬ 
main  firm  on  this  issue. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Gerald  D.  Berreman. 

Akron,  Ohio,  June  23,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  writing  you  to 
urge  you  to  stand  firmly  against  any  com¬ 
promise  which  would  permit  men  to  be  as¬ 
signed  to  State  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  any  segregation. 

I  am  opposed  to  UMT  under  any  disguise, 
but  I  am  equally  as  much  opposed  to  segre¬ 
gation  anywhere. 

Am  a  member  of  both  the  Urban  League 
and  NAACP. 

May  we  win  both  causes. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Katherine  M.  Seiler. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  25,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell,'  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  on  your  fight 
to  keep  the  antisegregation  amendment 
tacked  onto  the  compulsory  military  Re¬ 
serves  bill.  The  American  public  thanks  you 
and  is  behind  you. 

Sincerely, 

Marcel  L.  Herbert. 

Dunsmuir,  Calif.,  June  20,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  This  is  to  urge  you  earnestly 
not  to  accept  any  compromise  on  your 
amendment  to  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 
I  am  sending  a  copy  of  this  message  to  the 
President. 

Sincerely  yours, 

D.  E.  Erickson. 


Richmond,  Ind.,  June  26,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sm:  We  are  with  you  in  your  stand 
against  segregated  compulsory  Reserves.  The 
ostensible  purpose  of  military  preparedness 
is  the  protection  of  civil  liberties  for  all 
Americans. 

Respectfully. 

H.  Duval  Smith. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  oppose  any  compulsory  Reserve  bill, 
and  endorse  your  amendment  to  eliminate 
segregation  in  the  Reserves.  We  urge  you 
to  hold  steadfast. 

Policy  Subcommittee  of  the  Peace 
Committee  of  Religious  Society 
of  Friends  (Quakers). 

Baltimore,  Md.,  June  28,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  have  been  following 
with  interest  your  objections  to  the  UMT 
bill. 

We  are  behind  you  and  your  legitimate 
objections.  There  should  be  no  first-,  sec¬ 
ond-,  or  third-class  citizens  in  any  demo¬ 
cratic  country  as  to  us  we  view  segregation 
in  that  respect.  When  we  are  trying  to  con¬ 
vince  the  world  how  Christian  we  are.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  action  at  home  is  hitting  our  own 
people  below  the  beltline  with  such  undemo¬ 
cratic  acts  of  some  of  the  leaders  of  this 
country. 

I  would  like  also  to  impose  upon  you  to 
point  out  that  primarily  we  are  positively 
against  UMT  for  the  following  reasons: 

First.  It  has  unbalanced  the  stability  of 
our  youth  and  their  urge  for  independence 
and  self-reliance  when  they  know  that  their 
family  lives  and  education  will  be  disrupted 
in  order  to  be  regimented  in  a  military 
camp — not  under  the  care  of  loving  parents 
who  can  teach  them  a  Christian  way  of  life 
but  under  tutorship  of  an  Army  noncom 
whose  primary  job  is  to  toughen  these  God’s 
children  to  make  killers  out  of  them. 

2.  The  above  conditions  have  also  helped 
in  the  rise  of  delinquent  teen-agers  and  will 
be  more  so  without  proper  guidance  from 
church  and  home. 

May  we  pray  that  you  will  have  the  cour¬ 
age  and  strength  to  carry  your  Christian 
convictions  to  see  that  such  a  bill  is  not 
enacted. 

Only  fools  would  believe  that  military 
conscription  could  make  a  country  great 
when  they  have  to  resort  to  such  demoraliz¬ 
ing  acts  as  UMT  will  do  and  this  being  bor¬ 
rowed  from  ruined  and  bankrupt  countries 
who  are  trying  to  be  democratic  and  elim¬ 
inate  conscription  themselves. 

Respectfully, 

Mr.,  and  Mrs.  Ralph  Gordon. 


New  York,  N.  Y„  June  27,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

United  States  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Congressman:  I  want  to  express 
to  you  my  heartfelt  thanks  for  the  great  ef¬ 
fort  you  are  showing  in  your  drive  to  elim¬ 
inate  segregation  as  a  principle  of  our  Na¬ 
tional  Government. 

Please  be  assured  that  there  are  many  like 
me  who  hope  earnestly  that  those  responsi¬ 
ble  for  our  Government  will  not  be  hesitant 
to  guard  it  against  traditions  that  must  be 
discarded. 

William  Faulkner,  the  novelist,  has  said 
what  now  needs  to  be  repeated  to  President 
Eisenhower  and  his  advisers:  “»  *  *  no 
man  can  cause  more  grief  than  that  one 


clinging  blindly  to  the  vices  of  his  ances¬ 
tors.” — From  Intruder  in  the  Dust. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Powell,  for  continuing  in 
your  efforts  to  make  America  benefit  all  her 
people. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Edward  Shepherd,  Jr. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  June  26,  1955. 
Congressman  Powell. 

Sir:  Just  want  to  thank  you  for  your  great 
stand  that  you  have  taken  for  us,  your  peo¬ 
ple,  on  the  segregation  issue.  I  am  so  glad 
that  you  have  made  Mr.  Eisenhower  come 
out  and  show  his  true  spirit.  Now  all  of  us 
Negroes  know  that  Eisenhower  is  a  Negro 
baiter.  Eisenhower  did  not  get  my  vote  be¬ 
fore  when  he  runned  for  President,  and 
Eisenhower  will  not  get  my  vote  this  time 
if  he  runs.  Dirty  as  Jenner  and  McCarthy 
are,  they  are  better  than  Eisenhower,  at 
least  they  are  honest.  That's  as  sure  as  hell 
more  than  we  can  say  for  Eisenhower.  Please 
Congressman  Powell  keep  giving  old  Eisen¬ 
hower  hell,  as  we  Negroes  will  love  you  for  it. 

Jack  Todd. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  26. 

Dear  Congressman:  Please  continue  your 
pressing  fight  for  first-class  citizenship.  We 
black  people  are  blessed  that  we  have  such 
a  dynamic  leader.  Keep  fighting. 

Sincerely, 

Mark  Hough. 

Mexico,  Ind.,  June  26,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  respectfully  urge 
you  to  continue  your  effective  opposition  to 
a  compulsory  Reserve  plan.  We  believe  that 
this  is  a  vicious  threat  to  the  freedom  of 
America,  and  we  needn’t  remind  you  of  the 
destruction  which  militarism  has  brought  to 
many  other  countries. 

The  thousands  of  letters  received  from 
citizens  such  as  us  in  past  months,  protest¬ 
ing  such  a  bill  or  plan,  surely  are  positive 
evidence  of  just  how  the  freedom-loving 
people  of  America  feel  about  this  matter. 
We  do  not  wish  to  see  such  a  vital  subject 
secreted  and,  above  all,  do  not  want  to  have 
a  compulsory  plan  of  any  type  forced  upon 
us. 

Let’s  keep  America  free  from  militarism. 
We  want  to  see  our  children  walk  in  freedom, 
not  march  in  units. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Clifford  Galbraith. 

Columbia  University  in 

the  City  of  New  York, 

New  York,  N.  Y„  June  26,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Your  courage 
and  vigor  in  opposing  segregation  in  the 
National  Guard  and  in  opposing  defense  leg¬ 
islation  which  may  open  the  door  to  further 
militarization  of  our  country  by  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  a  variant  of  compulsory  universal 
military  training  has  been  heartening  in¬ 
deed. 

Please  stand  firm  and  do  not  compromise. 
I  am  confident  that  this  represents  the 
wishes  and  prayers  of  most  of  the  religious 
and  labor  people  of  all  groups. 

Isidor  B.  Hoffman. 

New  Windsor,  Md.,  June  26,  1955. 

Our  Dear  Congressman:  Just  came  from 
a  meeting  where  I  heard  you  thanked  and 
praised  highly  for  your  stand  against  segre¬ 
gation  and  UMT. 

I  would  say  it  was  the  topnotch  intelli¬ 
gence  of  our  county  professors  and  their 
wives  from  our  seminary.  We  were  so 
thankful  for  your  card  and  did  the  writing 
you  told  us  to.  Eisenhower  is  under  the 
control  of  the  Pentagon,  for  he  promised 
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when  he  was  campaigning  for  the  Presidency 
that  he  wouldn’t  work  for  UMT  while  we 
have  selective  service.  The  American  people 
should  remind  him  of  his  pledge.  He  cer¬ 
tainly  is  not  using  his  intelligence.  You  are. 
Stick  to  It. 

What  account  are  masses  of  men  In  this 
guided-missile  and  cobalt-bomb  age?  Mili¬ 
tary  minds  are  always  getting  ready  for  post¬ 
wars.  Remember  France’s  Maginot  line? 

While  that  waste  of  money  was  terrific. 
It  would  be  no  comparison  to  this. 

America  must  come  to  her  senses.  What 
Europe  had  100  years  ago  is  no  good  now. 
Gratefully  yours. 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  Edward  C.  Bixler. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  oppose  any  compulsory  Reserve  bill  and 
endorse  your  amendment  to  eliminate  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  Reserves.  We  urge  you  to 
hold  steadfast. 

Policy  Subcommittee  of  the  Peace 
Committee  of  Religious  Society  of 
Friends  (Quakers)  in  a  Four  State 
Area. 

Whittier,  Calif.,  June  26,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Congressman  Powell:  We  have 
followed  with  great  approval  your  work  in 
trying  to  take  the  segregation  out  of  the 
compulsory  military  training  bills.  We  do 
not  approve  of  segregation,  and  do  not  think 
that  compulsory  military  training,  by  what¬ 
ever  name  it  is  called,  is  right  or  necessary 
for  our  country. 

I  understand  that  a  new  bill  H.  R.  6900  is 
being  hurriedly  introduced  at  this  time,  to 
try  to  put  through  a  slightly  changed  version 
of  the  same  old  thing.  It  seems  most  un¬ 
wise  that  such  a  measure  should  be  reintro¬ 
duced  at  this  time  when  such  heartening 
signs  of  lessening  tensions  are  apparent  in 
the  world. 

I  hope  you  will  oppose  this  new  measure, 
both  with  your  antisegregation  amendment, 
and  because  it  is  not  in  keeping  with  our 
traditions,  and  would  give  us  a  military  dic¬ 
tatorship. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Laural  M.  Lane, 

Mrs.  Walter  A.  Lane. 

Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  22,  1955. 

My  Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  We  thank 
you  for  the  amendment  you  introduced  to 
H.  R.  5297.  We  urge  you  now  to  use  your  best 
efforts  to  defeat  the  peacetime  Reserve  bill 
just  another  UMT  measure,  to  which  we  are 
unalterably  opposed. 

Great  leaders  agree  that  military  force 
cannot  establish  peace.  Moreover  it  bleeds 
us  white  with  taxes.  Our  goal  must  be  uni¬ 
versal  disarmament.  Please  work  tirelessly 
for  that. 

Respectfully, 

Lillie  V.  Tabler. 

San  Diego,  Calif.,  June  24,  1955. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell  :  Let  me  congratulate 
you  on  the  part  that  you  have  been  taking 
to  see  that  UMT  does  not  have  racial  seg¬ 
regation. 

We  are  fully  behind  you  in  your  latest 
others  demanding  that  you  give  up  your 
resolve  not  to  give  in  to  the  President  and 
fight. 

UMT  is  not  needed  at  this  time  and 
would  actually  be  very  detrimental  to  our 
country.  To  have  UMT  with  racial  segrega¬ 
tion  would  be  doubly  bad. 

UMT  would  be  a  tremendous  waste  of  both 
manpower  and  money. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Edwin  A.  Robinson. 


Omaha  Nebr.,  June  23,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Here’s  hoping  that  you 
will  continue  to  press  for  the  antisegre¬ 
gation  amendment  being  Included  in  any 
Reserve  legislation.  I  also  hope  you  will 
do  all  in  your  power  to  bring  about  outright 
defeat  for  this  legislation  which  is  so  truly 
un-American  in  every  respect. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Dale  D.  Dorman,  Jr. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  24,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Today’s  Washington  Daily  News 
said  that  the  President  appealed  to  you  per¬ 
sonally  to  give  up  your  fight  for  civil  rights  in 
the  Armed  Forces.  Your  answer  was  in  the 
full  spirit  of  American  democracy.  Thank 
you  for  upholding  the  rights  of  minority 
groups.  A  democratic  army,  an  unsegre¬ 
gated  school  system,  and  adequate  and  non- 
segregated  housing  are  God  given.  He  has 
given  us  on  this  earth  the  means  with  which 
to  provide  everyone  regardless  of  his  color 
a  good,  happy,  prosperous  life.  Keep  up 
your  efforts  to  equalize  opportunity  here  and 
abroad. 

Yours  truly, 

Harold  Bramson. 

New  York  City,  N.  Y„  June  25,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  You  are  abso¬ 
lutely  right  about  the  segregation  issue  in 
schools,  housing,  and  the  Armed  Forces. 
Stand  pat — don’t  budge  an  inch — we  are 
solidly  behind  you.  Ninety  years  is  certainly 
enough  time  to  abolish  segregation.  (More 
patience?  What  are  we  supposed  to  be  made 
of,  steel?) 

Yours  very  sincerely, 

Alzonia  I.  Bryant. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  23,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  We  (my  friends  and  I)  are  well 
aware  of  the  momentous  stand  you  are  mak¬ 
ing  on  the  antisegregation  amendment  at¬ 
tached  to  the  new  Federal  Reserve  Act,  pres¬ 
ently  coming  before  the  House  floor.  We 
want  to  urge  support  of  this  amendment, 
and  hope  you  will  not  give  up  this  civil- 
rights  fight. 

Thank  you. 

Respectfully, 

Don  Bravenar. 

Columbus,  Ohio,  June  28,  1955. 

Honorable  Sir:  I  am  thankful  to  you  and 
to  God  that  you  introduced  the  nonsegrega¬ 
tion  amendment  to  the  compulsory  Reserve 
bill,  H.  R.  5297,  and  that  it  was  temporarily 
defeated.  If  we  do  not  prepare  to  get  along 
with  others  by  violence  we  are  more  likely  to 
negotiate.  Point  4  and  UNICEF  are  endur¬ 
ing  ways  to  peace. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Lucille  Grumley. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  24, 1955. 

Dear  Congressman:  Please  use  your  vote 
and  influence  to  see  to  it  that  the  House 
acts  on  the  minimum- wage  bill.  It  will 
help  us  and  the  country  as  it  will  go  right 
back  in  circulation,  because  we  need  it  for 
food  and  clothing.  Thank  you. 

J.  Klein. 

Massilon,  Ohio,  June  23,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Appreciate  your  introducing 
amendment  to  H.  R.  5297. 

I  am  opposed  to  draft  extension  and  forced 
UMT  when  our  country  is  not  at  war. 

It  is  my  humble  opinion  that  voluntary 
enlistments  would  be  made  if  pay  and  other 
conditions  in  Army  service  would  equal  -r 
exceed  those  of  the  average  American  work¬ 
ingman.  I  feel  confident  that  if  the  great 
minds  in  our  Government  were  turned  in 
that  direction  the  problem  would  be  solved. 
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I  am  in  favor  of  the  United  Nations  and 
turning  national  disputes  over  to  them  for 
settlement  (such  as  Formosa). 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  R.  R.  Millar, 

New  York,  June  26,  1955. 

Sir:  I  would  like  to  commend  you  for 
your  stand  against  the  hypocrisy  of  those 
who  fear  or  despise  the  desegregation  in 
progress  in  the  United  States. 

To  maintain  their  childish  superstitions 
they  will  wreck  what  they  claim  is  the  only 
program  to  save  the  country  and  its  Armed 
Forces. 

Respectfully, 

Samuel  H.  Wiler. 

Presently  United  States  Army,  Europe. 


Pasadena,  Calif.,  June  20,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell  :  May  I  praise 
you  for  the  strong  civil-rights  stand  you 
took  on  Reserve  training  bill? 

Please  do  not  accept  any  compromise  that 
would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to  State 
National  Guard  units  where  there  is  any 
segregation. 

Yours, 

Irving  M.  Garrison. 

Mexico,  Ind.,  June  26,  1955. 

Dear  MR.  Powell:  I  hope  that  in  the  days 
ahead  that  you  will  be  able  to  turn  back 
again  the  forces  that  would  fasten  UMT 
under  one  guise  or  another  upon  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  You  know  that  the  churches 
support  you  in  this  struggle  to  keep  America 
free.  God  bless  you. 

Sincerely, 

E.  Paul  Weaver, 

Chairman,  Commission  on  National 
Legislation,  Indiana  Council  of 
Churches. 

Hibbing,  Minn.,  June  28,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thanks  for  your  amend¬ 
ment  to  Reserve  bill  on  segregation.  Draft 
extension  and  compulsory  Reserve  pilot 
UMT  bill,  H.  R.  5297  must  be  defeated.  Mili¬ 
tarism  and  democracy  cannot  both  win.  If 
the  first  does,  the  second  is  doomed  and 
moral  standards  debased.  The  second  can 
win  by  backing  our  faith  in  democracy  by 
positive  attitudes  and  actions,  courtesy,  and 
humility  recognizing  that  we  are  not  all 
wise  and  are  likewise  tempted  as  others  are 
to  abuse  our  power — honest  effort  on  world 
disarmament — economic,  and  technical  co¬ 
operation,  fuller  support  for  the  U.  N. — con¬ 
tinued  efforts  for  negotiation. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Margaretta  Reynolds. 


Washington,  D.  C.,  June  23,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Thank  you  very  much  for  re¬ 
versing  your  position  on  the  segregation 
issue  relative  to  the  Active  Reserve  bill.  Sir 
you  have  many  followers  who  support  you  in 
your  fight  to  make  the  National  Guard  fully 
integrated.  The  Supreme  Court  has  made 
its  decision  which  actually  was  first  stated 
in  the  Old  Testament.  Let  us  make  sure 
that  the  bigots  take  heed  and  realize  that 
there  is  an  ever -rising  tide  of  equality  and 
democracy  sweeping  the  Nation.  Let  us 
make  them  know  that  man  is  finally  begin¬ 
ning  to  realize  just  what  it  means  to  say 
“Love  they  neighbor  as  thyself.” 

Harold  Benson, 

Madison,  Wis.,  June  20,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Thanks  for 
your  card.  Glad  you  will  not  retreat  1  inch. 
How  about  the  new  bill,  being  rushed 
through  for  Reserve  training?  Let's  make  it 
specifically  forbid  segregation.  Why  have 
an  Army,  half  slave  and  half  free? 

Sincerely, 

Francis  D.  Hole. 
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Washington,  D.  C.,  June  22,  1955. 
Dear  Sir:  X  do  not  want  to  serve  In  a  segre¬ 
gated  Reserve  after  I'm  released  from  active 
duty.  The  administration  is  slickly  trying  to 
avoid  the  issue  in  the  new  Reserve  bill. 

Please,  do  not  be  taken  in  by  a  change 
of  mere  words.  Fight  for  civil  rights  as  you 
so  courageously  did  last  time. 

Sincerely, 

Walter  C.  Shake. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  22,  1955. 
Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Today’s  Washington 
Star  said  that  you  blasted  the  compromise 
Active  Reserve  bill.  Congratulations  on  your 
fight  for  civil  rights.  I  am  against  the  Re¬ 
serve  bill  entirely  because  I  feel  that  2  years 
is  enough  to  ask  of  me.  Is  it  fair  that  I 
should  go  into  the  Active  Reserves  after  I 
finish  my  2  years  in  the  Army.  That  means 
that  after  I  finish  my  2  years  in  the  Army, 

I  will  have  to  go  to  Reserve  meetings  once 
a  week  for  2  years  as  well  as  go  to  summer 
camp  for  2  weeks  each  year  for  4  years.  I  am 
against  the  Reserve  bill  however  if  I  must 
serve  in  the  Reserves  I  want  to  serve  in  a 
nonsegregated  Reserve. 

Thank  you  again. 

Harold  Bramson. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  23,  1955. 
Dear  Adam  Clayton  Powell:  The  papers 
have  been  saying  you  plan  to  support  the 
new  Reserves  bill  introduced  by  Representa¬ 
tive  Carl  Vinson.  I  hope  these  stories  are 
inaccurate.  It  is  curious  to  hear  some  say 
you  prefer  nonsegregation  to  “defense”  when 
it  could  as  logically  be  said  many  others 
prefer  segregation.  But  then  this  Reserves 
bill  is  not  really  for  defense  anyway,  as  I 
see  it,  but  a  step  toward  enlarging  military 
control  of  our  Nation. 

Sincerely, 

Charles  Walker. 

Detroit,  Mich.,  June  22,  1955. 

“Washington. — House  military  leaders 
sought  Monday  to  rescue  President  Eisen¬ 
hower’s  Reserve  plan  by  introducing  a  new 
bill  which  sidesteps  the  race  rights  issue  and 
scraps  any  semblance  of  universal  military 
training. 

“Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
Democrat  of  New  York,  whose  antisegrega¬ 
tion  fight  forced  the  House  to  abandon  an 
earlier  measure,  said  he  probably  would  sup¬ 
port  the  bill.  He  called  the  measure  ‘a  clean- 
cut  victory  for  me.’  ” 

Traitor  Ike  gains  more  traitors  support 
to  slaughter  betrayed  defenseless  youth  for 
world  military  police.  In  this  insane  mili¬ 
tary  age.  It’s  for  United  States  fate  now  in 
Briton’s  pit  U.  N.  rebel.  Ike’s  pledge  to 
Briton  U.  N.  should  draw  impeachment. 
United  States  was  before  four,  Britons  bring 
in  agents  in  President’s  chair. 

M.  S.  Bliss. 

Evansville,  Ind.,  June  20, 1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  admire  the  work  you 
have  done  to  oppose  the  adoption  of  UMT  by 
our  country  and  I  wish  to  urge  you  to  work 
against  any  move  to  eliminate  the  provision 
from  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill  regarding 
segregation.  The  rest  of  the  world  is  watch¬ 
ing  to  find  out  whether  we  consider  all  peo¬ 
ple  of  all  colors  equal.  We  must  prove  that 
we  are  a  Christian  Nation. 

Sincerely, 

Quentin  Stahl. 

Dear  Sir:  Do  not  accept  any  compromise 
on  your  amendment  on  segregation  in  the 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  There  is  no  reason 
why  we  should  have  segregation  in  our 
Armed  Forces.  If  this  legislation  is  so  im¬ 
portant  to  our  well-being,  your  amendment 


will  not  interfere  with  the  passage  of  the 
bill.  We  should  be  striving  to  do  away  with 
militarism,  not  increase  militarism.  We 
criticize  the  Reds  because  they  are  building 
up  their  forces  and  yet  we  are  doing  the 
same  as  they  are. 

Oppose  the  following  bills  as  they  are  not 
in  the  interest  of  the  United  States:  Bricker 
amendment  and  use  of  wiretap  evidence. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Henry  A.  Watson. 

Lutherville,  Md„  June  17. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thank  you  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  which  prevented 
passage  of  H.  R.  5297.  I  hope  you  will  accept 
no  compromise  on  the  segregation  question. 

Truly  yours, 

(Mrs.)  Marion  Robinson. 


Conway,  Ark.,  June  15,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  By  all  means  hold  your 
ground  on  your  amendment  to  prohibit  seg¬ 
regation  among  the  Reserves.  The  Reserves 
program  is  very  vicious,  undemocratic,  dan¬ 
gerous  in  time  of  peace.  It  is  entirely  unfair 
to  keep  all  our  boys  under  the  military  for 
8  years.  And  it  has  been  proved  that  segrega¬ 
tion  is  not  necessary  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
The  other  way  has  worked  well. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Ethel  Millar. 


Oakland,  Calif.,  June  17,  1955. 
Hon.  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I  strongly  urge  you  to  vote  “No” 
on  the  President’s  military  Reserve  plan..  I 
feel  this  is  UMT.  Please  vote  “No.’’  Thank 
you  kindly. 

Hazel  M.  Linton. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  June  13,  1955. 

Please  do  not  give  in  on  antisegregation 
amendment  to  Reserve  bill.  Please  also  vote 
for  nonsegregated  housing  bills.  Now  is  the 
time.  I  am  a  Quaker  and  recognize  only  one 
race — the  Human  Race.  Anyone  born  in 
America  is  entitled  to  full  citizenship  and  to 
all  the  benefits  of  our  free  country.  Please 
help  to  keep  us  free  by  opposing  Pentagon 
rule  by  any  form  of  draft,  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  training  or  Reserve  bills.  One  hundred 
and  fifty  years  in  Europe  of  forced  military 
training  has  had  a  sorry  effect. 

Mina  Wheeler, 

St.  Petersburg  W.  I.  L.  P.  F. 


Brooklyn,  June  8,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  wish  to 
congratulate  you  on  the  amendment  you 
offered  to  H.  R.  5297,  which  was  such  an  im¬ 
portant  factor  in  the  shelving  of  this  dan¬ 
gerous  bill.  I  hope  you  will  continue  work¬ 
ing  against  racial  and  other  discrimina¬ 
tion  and  in  favor  of  steps  toward  durable 
peace  through  meeting  human  needs  and 
world  cooperation.  We  need  to  hear  more 
about  the  Bandung  conference. 

Very  sincerly  yours, 

Mary  S.  McDowell. 

New  York,  N.  Y„  June  10,  1955. 

My  Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  Please  con¬ 
tinue  to  support  your  antisegregation 
amendment  to  the  military  Reserve  bill.  It 
is  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned  that  the 
majority  of  the  American  people  want  you 
to  do  so. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  White  Jr. 


Evansville,  Ind.,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Your  efforts  in  behalf 
of  the  people  in  accomplishing  the  shelving 
of  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297, 
are  appreciated.  May  I  urge  you  not  to 
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accept  any  compromise  should  the  bill  be 
reintroduced? 

Sincerely  yours, 

Alan  Stahl. 

Evansville,  Ind.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  would  like  to  en¬ 
courage  you  to  stand  firmly  against  any  com¬ 
promise  on  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill 
which  would  permit  men  to  be  to  any  units 
where  there  would  be  segregation. 

Many  thanks  for  what  you  have  done  to 
keep  our  country  from  adopting  such  a 
measure  as  H.  R.  5297. 

Yours  truly, 

Alvadi  Buydof. 

Elizabethtown,  Pa.,  June  13,  1955. 

My  Dear  Representative  Powell:  I  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  the  brave  and  forthright 
stand  you  took  in  regards  to  a  segregated 
Reserve.  Don’t  let  the  President  or  others 
prevent  you  from  adding  a  rider  to  any  bill 
that  does  not  provide  for  equality. 

Sincerely, 

Albert  L.  Gray,  Jr. 

North  Hollywood,  Calif.,  June  13,  1955. 

Followed  with  interest  your  mission  to 
Bandung.  However,  I  now  desire  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  on  the  introduction  of  an 
amendment  to  end  segregation  and  thus 
shelve  the  un-American  compulsory  Reserve 
bill  H.  R.  5297.  Good  Americans  want  peace 
and  disarmament  and  are  not  interested  in 
UMT  in  any  form. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  S.  M.  Gross. 


Madison,  Wis.,  June  11,  1955. 

Dear  Friend:  I  urge  you  to  accept  no  com¬ 
promise  on  the  segregation  issue  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  units. 

Sincerely, 

Francis  D.  Hole. 

Geneseo,  III.,  June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Thanks  for 
your  splendid  fight  to  defeat  the  military 
Reserve  bill  because  it  provided  for  segre¬ 
gation,  We  are  opposed  to  it,  too. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  A.  Tiffany. 


New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thank  you  for  your 
good  work.  Please  accept  no  compromise 
which  would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to 
State  National  Guard  units  where  there  is 
any  segregation. 

Pearl  A.  LaForce. 


New  York  26,  N.  Y.,  June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  on  your  cour¬ 
ageous  stand  on  the  school  construction  and 
Reserve  program  issues. 

Yours  truly, 

James  Hart. 

Evansville,  Ind.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  According  to  recent 
news  President  Eisenhower  has  asked  House 
Republican  Leader  Joseph  Martin  to  revise 
the  compulsory  reserve  bill.  May  I  respect¬ 
fully  urge  you  to  not  accept  any  compromise 
which  would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to 
State  National  Guard  units  where  there  is 
any  segregation? 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Ruth  L.  Stahl. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Newspapers 
quote  you  as  saying  “my  amendment  is  not 
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erroneous  or  extraneous,  but  it  is  mandatory” 
also  ‘‘I  will  not  retreat.” 

You  are  right.  Hold  fast. 

I’ll  admit  I’m  prejudiced  against  UMT 
but  I  am  also  a  member  of  the  Interracial 
Children’s  Committee,  at  St.  Petersburg, 
Fla.  Looks  like  you  are  killing  two  birds 
with  one  stone. 

I’ll  admit  I’m  a  member  of  the  Quaker 
Peace  and  Civic  Commission  at  St.  Peters¬ 
burg,  Fla.,  so  I  oppose  UMT, 

No  reply  is  necessary. 

We  were  glad  you  decided  to  go  overseas. 
We  knew  you  could  be  helpful.  Your  cour¬ 
age  gives  us  courage. 

Yours  sincerely. 

Dale  Brothington. 


New  York  City,  June  11,  1955. 

«  Dear  Congressman:  Congratulations  and 
thanks  for  your  fine  work  in  introducing 
the  amendment  that  stopped  the  UMT  Re¬ 
serve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  We  hope  you  will  keep 
up  the  fight.  It  must  be  stopped. 

Sincerely, 

B.  E.  Rockwell. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  7,  1955. 

My  Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  Thank  you 
for  introducing  the  amendment  which  really 
prevented  passage  of  the  compulsory  Re¬ 
serve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  As  a  Christian  and  as 
an  American  citizen  I  am  against  these  com¬ 
pulsory  military  bills  and  I  praise  you  for 
your  efforts  against  militarism  and  in  behalf 
of  peace.  I  agree  with  your  efforts  against 
racial  discrimination  and  I  praise  you  for 
working  against  segregation.  Continue  your 
fight  against  segregation  and  continue  your 
fight  against  the  compulsory  Reserve  UMT 
bill.  Continue  to  oppose  the  militarism  of 
Eisenhower. 

With  all  good  wishes,  I  am 

Sincerely  yours, 

Donald  A.  Reed. 

New  Haven,  Conn.,  June  6,  1955. 

Dear  Friend:  I  was  gratified  to  read  in  the 
New  York  Times  today  that  you  are  insist¬ 
ing  that  your  amendment  to  the  national 
Reserve  bill  is  intrinsic  and  not  extraneous. 
I  approve  your  amendment.  I  want  you  to 
know  that  I  support  your  effort  to  elimi¬ 
nate  discrimination  in  the  National  Guard. 

Sincerely, 

Edward  A.  Manice. 

Mattapoisett,  Mass.,  June  7,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Congratula¬ 
tions  for  introducing  an  amendment  to  H.  R. 
5297  which  kept  it  from  passing. 

We  are  most  thankful  for  a  few  honest  and 
courageous  Congressmen. 

Sincerely, 

Helen  M.  Hiller. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  June  13, 1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  impressed  and 
pleased  with  your  integrity  and  leadership. 
May  you  continue  to  oppose  stumbling  blocks 
to  world  justice  and  peace — oppose  con¬ 
tinued  draft — promote  more  appropriations 
for  schools,  libraries,  and  colleges. 

Yours  truly, 

I.  May  Coyte. 

Langhorne,  Pa.,  June  9,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  We  commend 
you  for  insisting  that  there  be  no  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  military  camps.  We  trust  the 
military-training  bill  has  been  killed,  at  least 
for  this  year. 

We  are  opposed  to  any  military-training 
bill.  We  should  take  the  lead  in  arms  and 
military  reduction.  We  must  think  and  rea¬ 
son  our  way  instead  of  shouting  every  time 
some  one  disagrees  with  us. 

Respectfully, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Elmer  and  Alice  L.  Pickett. 


Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  June  8,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  for 
introducing  the  amendment  which  really 
prevented  passage  of  bill  H.  R.  5297. 

Your  amendment  proves  that  this  bill  is 
not  essential  to  national  defense  in  the  minds 
of  southern  militarists  like  Vinson,  or  they 
would  not  have  sidetracked  it  because  of 
this  one  amendment. 

Very  truly, 

Miss  Venette  M.  Sites. 

(Retired  Teacher). 

New  York,  June  9,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  trust  that  your  efforts 
to  defeat  the  dangerous  compulsory  Reserve 
bill  by  introducing  the  question  of  segrega¬ 
tion  prove  successful.  Do  not  accept  any 
compromise  which  would  permit  men  to  be 
assigned  to  State  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  any  segregation. 

Very  truly, 

Ben  Deutsch. 


Chicago,  III.,  June  13,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  devoted  leadership  against 
UMT  deserves  recognition.  Only  active  peace 
building  can  unseat  war.  We  must  back 
U.  N.  universal  membership,  all  war  funds  to 
technical-economic  aid,  all  boys  and  bucks 
back  home  to  build  national  assets— road, 
home,  factory,  dam,  forest,  canal,  school, 
hospital.  What  a  foundation  for  world  peace 
we  could  build  in  1  year  with  our  19  million 
new  warworking  fellow  citizens  with  that  80 
percent  of  each  tax  dollar  now  being  tied  up 
in  nonasset,  war  provoking  armament,  plus 
the  fourth  of  our  national  income  going  to 
interest  on  our  war  debt.  Now  is  the  time. 

Sincerely, 

A.  Heinlett. 

Presque  Isle,  Maine,  June  7,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Congratulations  to  you 
for  introducing  an  amendment  on  bill  5927 
of  the  House,  which  temporarily  at  least 
was  the  means  of  defeating  the  bill.  If  it  is 
reintroduced,  may  you,  with  others,  be  suc¬ 
cessful  in  again  defeating  this  universal  mili¬ 
tary  conscription  bill  which  would  hamstring 
all  the  able  bodied  young  men  of  the  country 
for  8  years. 

Sincerely, 

(Mrs.  C.  C.)  G.  W.  Harvey. 

New  York,  N.  Y„  June  12,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  We  like  to  congratulate  you  on 
the  stand  you  take  on  the  segregation  in 
National  Guard.  *  *  *  You  look  at  things 
much  more  realistic  and  will  sponsor  in  the 
long  run  more  in  the  real  interest  of  Negro 
and  hued  people  than  the  contemporary 
Marshall  of  Thurgood  name.  *  *  *  Unless 
Negroes  and  hues  become  a  standard  of  their 
own  out  of  which  they  can  work  themselves 
and  develop  in  we  will  never  have  peace-on- 
earth  standards  of  any  kind  on  this  earth. 
*  *  *  We  must  'consider  the  overwhelm¬ 
ing  majority  on  earth  is  colored  or 
hued  and  it  is  on  the  basis  we  keep  them  in 
chains  that  future  generations  will  be  judged 
to  have  a  standard  or  not.  So  far  they  are 
worked  to  a  hopeless  twist.  What  ye  do  unto 
the  least  of  My  brethren,  that  ye  do  unto 
Me.  So  far  they  do  not  nice  unto  their 
least,  nor  their  biggest,  of  brethren,  and  we 
are  far  from  civilized  or  on  the  road  to  peace. 
Perhaps  we  should  stop  pretended  privileges 
everywhere  and  institute  real  values  for  the 
folks  instead.  Something  they  can  tell  that 
they  really  develop,  not  just  being  paid  off 
in  tokens  only.  If  we  cannot  do  this  hon¬ 
estly,  then  we  cannot  say  we  do  them  a 
favor. 


Evansville,  Ind.,  June  3,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Surely  the  thinking 
people  of  our  country  are  glad  that  you  in¬ 
troduced  the  amendment  which  prevented 
passage  of  H.  R.  5297.  Those  who  were  push¬ 
ing  this  bill  know  that  it  was  not  essential 
for  defense.  We  can  only  hope  none  like 
it  will  ever  be  brought  up  again. 

Sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  George  Hessenauer. 


Crescent  City,  Calif.,  June  5,  1955. 

I  appreciate  your  good  work  re  the  military 
Reserve  bill. 


Don  M.  Chase. 


Schenectady,  N.  Y„  June  7,  1955. 
Hon.  A.  Clayton  Powell, 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  send  you  hearty  con¬ 
gratulations  for  introducing  the  amendment 
which  defeated  the  passage  of  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

Very  truly, 

M.  G.  Coffin. 


Chicago,  III.,  June  3,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  You  are  to  be  congratulated  for 
the  introduction  of  your  amendment  to  H.  R. 
5297  and  the  resulting  defeat  of  the  whole 
measure. 

It  is  obvious  that  those  who  are  supporting 
this  bill  wish  to  place  the  United  States  of 
America  on  a  military  way  of  life.  Both  seg¬ 
regation  and  UMT  are  undemocratic.  We 
hope  you  will  continue  to  oppose  both. 

Very  truly, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  R.  Mostek. 


Syracuse,  Ind.,  June  6,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  are  still  opposed  to 
UMT-URP  in  every  cloak. 

Hope  you  will  oppose  it,  too,  for  future  gen¬ 
erations  that  can  only  thus  be  born  free  from 
military  dictatorship.  Let’s  stop  draft  ex¬ 
tension  now. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

Geo.  D.  Weybright. 


San  Francisco,  June  1,  1955. 

Mr.  Powell:  Call  attention,  for  your  care¬ 
ful  perusal,  to  the  columns  of  Mr.  Drew  Pear¬ 
son,  Washington  Merry-Go-Round,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  L.  Stokes,  Scripps-Howard  publica¬ 
tions,  dated  May  30  (both)  exposing  the 
political  trickery  and  cowardice  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  the  fair-labor  amendment  to  the  so- 
called  highway  bill. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that,  as  in  the  recent  case 
of  Army  segregation,  you  and  real  representa¬ 
tives  may  be  able  to  block  this  senatorial 
swindle  if  and  when  it  reaches  the  House,  or 
kill  the  entire  bill  if  the  treachery  cannot  be 
overcome. 

Pearson  also  wrote  of  your  defeat  of 
Vinson. 

Ed  Guerin. 


Evansville,  Ind.,  May  30,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  I  read  Drew  Pearson's  column 
yesterday  telling  how  you  helped  defeat  the 
UMT  or  Reserve  Act. 

I  certainly  want  to  thank  you  for  what 
you  did.  The  people  do  not  want  UMT. 

I  congratulate  you  on  what  you  did  at  the 
Bandung  Conference  in  defending  our  coun¬ 
try.  We  know  conditions  here  are  far  from 
perfect,  but  they  are  improving  and  we  love 
our  Negro  friends  and  enjoy  their  company. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  R.  Lehmann. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  May  27,  1955. 

Honorable  Sir:  I  congratulate  you  for  in¬ 
troducing  the  amendment  which  really  pre¬ 
vented  the  passage  of  H.  R.  5297,  which 
would  end  segregation  in  the  National 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8354 

Guard.  It  is  delightful  to  know  how  alert 
some  of  our  Congressmen  are  to  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  Interests. 

Respectfully, 

J.  M.  Atkins. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  May  26,  1955. 
Dear  Sir:  Your  amendment  on  H.  R.  5297 
supported  the  kind  of  peace  and  disarma¬ 
ment  our  President  says  he  wanted. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

Louis  O.  Krahl. 


Urbana,  Ohio,  May  24,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  very  grateful  to  you  for 
your  part  in  halting  passage  of  the  UMT 
Reserve  bill,  for  even  with  your  fine  amend¬ 
ment,  the  bill  would  still  be  a  threat  to 
civil  liberties.  Upon  induction  a  man  loses 
his  American  citizenship  whether  he  be¬ 
longs  to  a  minority  or  not.  He  cannot  vote; 
he  cannot  think.  He  cannot  choose  his 
course  of  action.  All  this  is  just  the  oppo¬ 
site  of  what  we  need  in  the  face  of  the  new 
weapons  and  the  complex  problems  of  to¬ 
day,  and  especially  if  we  are  going  to  use 
the  tremendous  opportunities  •  for  richer 
life  and  world  brotherhood  that  exist.  More 
power  to  you. 

Yours, 

Mrs.  Mildred  Harvey. 

Lansdowne,  Pa.,  May  24,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  wish  to  thank  you 
for  your  opposition  to  the  Reserve  bill,  H.  R. 
5297,  and  your  insistence  about  elimination 
of  segregation  in  this  aspect  of  national  life. 
It  seems  to  us  that  the  extension  of  military 
control  over  our  young  people  is  unsound, 
at  a  time  when  we  should  be  striving  to  elim¬ 
inate  militarism.  We  hope  you  will  find 
strength  to  continue  your  work  in  this  field. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  George  Loft. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  24,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Today  the  Washington  Post  had 
an  editorial  in  which  it  said  that  having  a 
Reserve  bill  without  an  antidiscrimination 
clause  is  more  important  than  not  having 
one  at  all.  I  disagree  with  this  idea  as  I 
am  sure  you  do.  The  whole  idea  of  a  Reserve 
was  formulated  with  the  idea  of  protecting 
our  precious  liberties.  A  segregated  Reserve 
Is  not  consistent  with  the  basic  concepts  of 
American  democracy.  I  know  that  you  will 
continue  your  great  fight  to  protect  and 
widen  our  freedoms.  Your  stand  is  greatly 
appreciated  here  at  Walter  Reed.  However, 

1  do  feel  that  the  2  years  I  am  now  serving 
in  the  Army  is  enough  to  ask.  If  the  pro¬ 
posed  bill  would  have  passed  I  would  have 
been  required  to  attend  weekly  meetings  and 

2  weeks  in  the  summer.  I  am  for  no  Reserve 
bill  at  all  but  if  we  are  to  have  one,  keep  it 
American.  Keep  it  nonsegregated. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harold  Bramson. 

St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  May  23,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  congratulate 
you  for  introducing  the  amendment  that 
stopped  the  Reserve  plan.  I  am  opposed  to 
conscription.  I’m  a  Quaker. 

However,  I  hasten  to  add  that  I  am  on  the 
Interracial  Kindergarten  Committee  at  St. 
Petersburg,  Fla.,  and  you  know  how  I  feel 
about  your  amendment.  Can  say  a  dozen 
churches  were  admitted  to  United  Churches 
(60  Protestant)  a  year  ago,  or  more.  First 
time  in  Southeastern  United  States.  Last 
winter  a  dozen  pastors  admitted  to  Min¬ 
isterial  Association.  It  is  a  slow  job.  Quakers 
phoned  60  persons  to  write  governor  about 
the  Walter  Lee  Irvins  case.  His  death  sen¬ 
tence  has  excellent  chance  of  being  com¬ 
muted  to  life.  St.  Petersburg  Times  did 
fine  work  on  it  as  did  a  delegation  of  min¬ 
isters.  Thought  I  would  mention  these 
items. 

Dale  Brothington. 


May  20,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  A  note  of  thanks  for  your  wide¬ 
awake  work  in  proposing  an  antisegregation 
amendment  to  the  national  military  reserve 
plan.  Without  the  alert  attention  of  men 
such  as  yourself,  discrimination  will  continue 
to  be  preserved. 

As  an  American  and  a  voter  I  am  proud 
and  grateful  that  you  are  representing  the 
people  of  your  district. 

Sincerely, 


L.  Williams. 


Washington,  D.  C.,  May  23,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  on  your  anti- 
discrimination  amendment  to  the  proposed 
Reserve  bill.  Americans  who  value  their 
civil  liberties  are  extremely  grateful  to  you. 

I  am  writing  this  card  both  to  congratulate 
you  and  also  to  take  issue  with  you.  I  am  a 
drafted  soldier  who  has  8  months  of  his  2- 
year  induction  to  serve.  If  the  Reserve  plan 
would  have  passed,  I  would  have  been  re¬ 
quired  to  attend  Reserve  meetings  1  night  a 
week  and  to  attend  camp  in  the  summertime 
for  17  days.  This  would  continue  for  3  years 
after  I  was  separated  from  the  Army,  after 
serving  full  time  for  2  years  in  the  Army.  I 
feel  that  the  2  years  I  am  serving  is  enough 
to  ask.  Do  you  want  my  life  to  be  regi¬ 
mented  after  I  have  served  my  2  years?  Help 
protect  our  freedom. 

Harold  Bramson. 


Madison,  Wis.,  June  3,  1955. 

Congressman  Powell:  Would  you  be  so 
kind  as  to  send  me  a  copy  of  your  great 
speech  on  the  universal  military  service  or 
Reserve  act?  Also  do  you  have  a  copy  of  your 
Bandung  speech. 

Thank  you. 

Lucile  Miller. 

West  Nyack,  N.  Y.,  June  5,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  to  you  for  pro¬ 
posing  the  amendment  which  prevented  the 
passage  of  H.  R.  5297. 

The  fact  that  your  amendment  prevented 
passage  seems  to  prove,  does  it  not,  that  the 
bill  cannot  be  essential  to  the  national 
safety. 

Cordially  yours. 

May  Cavin. 


Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  2,  1955. 

Sir:  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  to  H.  R.  5297.  This 
was  a  very  well-placed  action  and  I  surely 
hope  that  it  will  help  to  hack  away  at  segre¬ 
gation  in  and  out  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Thank  you,  sir. 

Sincerely, 


A.  Lesiam. 


Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  3,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  congratulate 
you  on  your  amendment  bill  against  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  National  Guard. 

Yours  truly, 

Anna  Weiss. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  2,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  writing  to  express 
my  commendation  of  your  introduction  of 
the  antisegregation  amendment  to  H.  R. 
5297  and  would  also  urge  your  opposition 
to  the  bill  itself. 

Yours  truly, 

Juliet  Green. 

New  Haven,  Conn.,  May  19,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  You  have  my 
deepest  and  most  heartfelt  gratitude  and  ap¬ 
preciation  for  your  excellent  amendment  to 
the  national  reserve  plan,  H.  R.  5297,  which 
was  sent  back  to  committee  today.  I  know 
that  you  were  opposed  to  the  bill.  Your 
amendment  was  not  only  good  in  itself  but 
also  served  to  defeat  a  very  dangerous  bill. 
Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

Edward  A.  Manice. 
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Carmel,  Calif.,  June  11,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Congratula¬ 
tions  on  your  May  18  bill.  We  urge  you  not 
to  accept  any  compromise  which  would  per¬ 
mit  men  to  be  assigned  to  State  National 
Guard  units  where  there  is  any  segregation. 

Sincerely, 

G.  Cotton. 

'  r 

Portsmouth,  Ohio,  June  16,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  trust  you  will  keep 
up  the  fight  against  the  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  service  bill — not  only  from  a  point  of 
view  of  segregation,  which  is  bad,  but  as  a 
bill  even  without  segregation.  Also  please 
vote  to  let  the  draft  die,  when  the  bill  on 
that  question  comes  back  from  the  Senate. 
To  say  the  least,  it  is  incongruous  to  force 
men  into  military  service  in  a  free  country. 
I  am  an  anti-Communist,  and  was  one  when 
our  militarists  were  hobnobbing,  as  now, 
with  Communist  scoundrels.  These  simu¬ 
lated-attack  war  scares  and  the  like  are  all 
designed  by  the  militarists  to  scare  Congress 
into  continuing  them  in  power — and  they 
ar?  in  power.  No  draft,  no  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  service  of  any  kind. 

J.  T.  Dunn. 


Orosi,  Calif.,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  have  read  with  much 
interest  your  brief  interview  datelined  Ban¬ 
dung  in  the  April  29  issue  of  U.  S.  News  & 
World  Report. 

I  am  convinced  that  you  did  a  wonderful 
piece  of  diplomatic  service  for  the  entire 
Western  World  while  at  Bandung. 

Unless  I  am  in  error,  it  had  been  sug¬ 
gested  prior  to  your  departure  that  you  be 
accorded  some  sort  of  official  status;  but 
political  considerations  whether  real  or  imag¬ 
ined  prevented. 

In  any  case  I  congratulate  you  on  having 
gone  to  Bandung  and  not  having  permitted 
any  narrow  partisan  prejudices  to  prevent 
you  from  being  of  great  service  to  our  coun¬ 
try. 

Our  Congress  can  use  more  men  of  your 
caliber — and  may  I  add,  as  well,  of  your 
race. 

I  would  remain  sincerely. 

Rev.  R.  L.  KortKamp, 

St.  James  Presbyterian  Church. 

Elgin,  III.,  June  30,  1955. 
Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  believe  administration  of  Reserve  bill 
7000  would  inevitably  reintroduce  segrega¬ 
tion  among  the  proposed  2  million  Reserves. 
Urge  you  insist  on  absolutely  no  segregation 
in  Reserves. 

Ralph  E.  Snetzer. 

Delta  Alpha  Lambda, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  June  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  At  our  June  meeting 
Delta  Alpha  Lambda  Chapter  of  Alpha  Phi 
Alpha  Fraternity,  Inc.,  voted  unanimously  to 
send  you  a  letter  of  encouragement  on  your 
amendment  to  the  Reserve  training  bill  and 
promised  to  do  whatever  we  can  to  support 
you  in  your  efforts  to  get  it  passed. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Henry  C.  Crawford, 
Corresponding  Secretary. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  24,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Davidson:  It  is  most 
unfortunate  that  the  President’s  advisers 
misinformed  him  so  that  he  could  make  a 
statement  saying  that  civil-rights  safeguards 
have  never  been  enacted  in  a  bill  when 
everyone  knows  that  they  were  in  1940  when 
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our  need  for  military  forces  were  far,  far 
greater  than  they  now  are. 

I  hope  that  you  will  fight  to  the  last  ditch 
to  see  that  the  nondiscriminatory  clauses 
are  kept  in  the  National  Guard  bill,  the 
school -construction  bill  (it  is  only  enforcing 
the  Supreme  Court  decision),  and  the  hous¬ 
ing  bill.  This  latter  is  as  much  needed 
here  as  it  is  in  the  South. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Prof.  Carey  D.  Eldridge. 

Silver  Spring,  Md.,  June  28,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Keep  up  the  good  work. 
I  am  deeply  sympathetic  with  your  efforts 
to  insure  the  removal  of  all  vestiges  of  sec¬ 
ond-class  citizenship  from  the  status  and 
treatment  of  your  compatriots. 

As  regards  your  stand  on  the  National 
Reserve  setup  more  power  to  you.  Nonpas¬ 
sage  of  that  bill  will  reduce  infinitesimally 
the  appallingly  high  expenditures  we  are 
making  for  war  purposes,  paying  for  the 
last  and  preparing  for  the  next. 

(I'm  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends 
and  a  pacifist.  I  was  a  successful  conscien¬ 
tious  objector  in  World  War  II.) 

As  regards  the  aid  bill  to  education  for 
construction  of  badly  needed  schools — as  a 
parent,  taxpayer,  and  educator — I  believe 
that  nonpassage  of  that  construction-aid 
bill  will  be  detrimental  to  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  children  and  not  in  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  United  States.  May  I  urge  you 
to  reexamine  your  stated  intention  to  attach 
an  integration  rider  to  this  bill,  if,  as  it  would 
appear  at  this  stage  in  our  national  develop¬ 
ment,  it  insures  the  defeat  of  that  necessary 
legislation  for  education  and  our  schools? 

Cordially, 

John  Withall. 

New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  June  29,  1955. 
Representative  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I  understand  there  is  a  good 
chance  that  the  Senate  will  reintroduce  the 
National  Guard  provisions  in  the  Reserve  bill 
if  the  no-segregation  clause  is  left  out  of  the 
House  version. 

May  God  give  you  strength  to  get  this 
feature  back  in.  I  am  on  the  board  of  a 
human-relations  council  of  Bucks  County 
and  can  safely  say  the  leaders  of  our  com¬ 
munity  are  deeply  concerned  about  this 
strengthening  pattern  of'  segregation. 

Power  to  you, 

Frank  Larrabee. 

Chicago,  III.,  June  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  You  are  to  be  com¬ 
mended  for  your  work  in  opposing  universal 
military  training  Reserve  bill  H.  R.  2967,  and 
trying  to  keep  segregation  out  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  Keep  up  the  good  work. 

Sincerely, 

Frieda  B.  Koch. 

E.  H.  Koch. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Erwin  H.  Koch. 


Utica,  N.  Y„  June  26,  1955. 
The  Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  It  is  good  to  learn  from 
the  New  York  Times  that  you  intend  to 
continue  your  fight  against  the  further 
spread  of  segregation  through  passage  of  a 
military  Reserve  bill. 

Apparently  our  President,  who  has  a  good 
record  with  regard  to  breaking  down  segre¬ 
gation  and  discrimination,  is  so  obsessed 
with  the  idea  of  getting  more  men  under 
military  indoctrination  that  he  will  sacri¬ 
fice  antisegregation  gains  if  necessary  to 
achieve  that  end. 


I  pray  that  our  Eternal  Father  will  grant 
you  strength,  wisdom,  and  courage  in  this 
fight  for  freedom  and  brotherhood  in  our 
own  land. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Gelston  McNeil. 

Towson,  Md.,  June  27,  1955. 
Representative  A.  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  wish  to  en¬ 
courage  you  in  your  efforts  to  remove  from 
all  military  branches,  racial  discrimination. 
We  wish,  further,  that  you  recognize  the 
infringements  on  our  basic  American  free¬ 
doms  in  the  entire  conscription  proposals. 
We  feel  that  a  volunteer  Reserve  and  re¬ 
cruitment  is  not  only  more  effective — wit¬ 
ness  the  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marines,  etc. — less 
expensive,  but  more  importantly,  more 
American.  As  we  read  the  hearings  we  can¬ 
not  help  but  feel  that  such  a  system  can  be 
made  to  work. 

We  hope  you  will  work  toward  all  the 
basic  freedoms  of  our  American  democracy, 
which  includes  freedom  from  military  con¬ 
scription  in  peacetime. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Bill  and  Eleanor  Brainard. 

W.  E.  Brainards. 

P.  S.:  We  think  you  may  be  interested  in 
our  letter  to  President  Eisenhower. 

Towson,  Md.,  June  28,  1955. 
The  President  of  the  United  States, 

The  White  House, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  President:  My  husband  and  I 
have  written  you  at  other  times  of  our  sup¬ 
port  of  your  efforts  for  peace,  justice,  and 
freedom. 

Right  now,  frankly,  we  cannot  understand 
your  support  of  the  national  Reserve  plan. 
We  ask  two  questions. 

1.  You  have  declared  your  support  of  world 
disarmament,  and  of  the  United  States  co¬ 
operating  in  programs  of  world  development: 
you  made  history  in  your  proposal  of  atoms 
for  peace;  you  have  indicated  that  “there  is 
no  alternative  to  peace,”  that  every  effort 
should  be  made  toward  peaceful  settlements 
of  disputes:  and  that  you  are  willing  to  dis¬ 
cuss  in  high-level  talks  issues  causing  ten¬ 
sions  in  the  world. 

How  can  you  at  the  same  time  support  a 
3-million  compulsory  Reserve  plan,  and  con¬ 
vince  anybody  in  the  world  of  your  and 
America’s  sincerity?  You  have  asked  the 
Russians  to  submit  evidences  of  sincerity  in 
their  talk  of  peace.  It  seems  to  us  that  we 
should  be  willing  to  do  the  same,  or  don’t  we 
mean  what  we  say? 

Where  should  our  emphasis  be:  On  world 
reconstruction  and  development,  with  dis¬ 
armament,  or  on  increasing  armaments,  with 
resulting  tensions? 

2.  The  national  Reserve  plan  presents  many 
reasons  for  concern  to  those  citizens  who 
have  read  the  reports  of  the  hearings  in  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee.  We  feel 
that  the  Army  can  and  should  maintain 
sufficient  strength  by  the  volunteer  method. 
We  do  not  feel  that  the  hearings  indicated 
the  need  or  the  desirability  of  conscription. 

For  example,  the  testimony  before  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  indicated 
that  the  trouble  with  the  present  Reserve 
system  lies  not  in  the  lack  of  compulsory 
attendance,  £ut  in  the  lack  of  program,  lead¬ 
ership,  and  facilities;  that  the  Navy,  Air 
Force,  Marines,  etc. — all  but  the  Army — know 
how  to  utilize  volunteers;  that  the  Army  has 
resisted  efforts  of  the  National  Guard  and 
Organized  Reserves  to  increase  their  strength 
through  voluntary  enlistments. 

Does  this  not  indicate  a  desire  of  the  Army 
to  be  more  interested  in  unlimited  power 
of  control  than  in  an  efficient  Reserve?  We 
feel  that  the  Army  has  sufficient  power. 


We  feel  earnestly  that  in  a  United  States 
sincerely  interested  in  meeting  the  problems 
of  our  world  by  constructive,  creative  meas¬ 
ures,  the  national  Reserve  plan  should  be 
opposed  as  contrary  to  our  stated  purposes. 

Young  men  should  be  trained  and  utilized, 
instead,  for  constructive  work,  as  our  con¬ 
tribution  to  a  peaceful  world. 

Respectfully  yours, 

The  W.  E.  Brainards. 

P.  S.:  We  cannot  reconcile,  either,  your 
criticism  of  Representative  Powell’s  pro¬ 
posals  with  your  recognition  that  in  the 
United  States  there  should  be  no  racial  dis¬ 
crimination. 

If  the  national  Reserve  plan  is  of  utmost 
importance,  why  not  appeal  to  the  southern 
Representatives  to  put  national  interest 
above  their  prejudices? 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y„  June  26,  1955. 
Hon.  A.  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Congratula¬ 
tions  on  your  stand  regarding  the  inclusion 
of  antisegregation  amendments  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  Reserve  and  school  construction  bills. 

I  wonder  where  we  would  be  today  if  we 
did  not  fight  for  our  nationhood  with  all  we 
had.  Incidentally,  you  might  ask  our  Pres¬ 
ident  if  he  would  endorse  limited  taxation 
for  the  Negro  people,  in  line  with  the  limited 
fights  they  have  in  many  States. 

Good  luck  to  you  always. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Silvia  Friedman. 

Topeka,  Kans.,  June  24,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  You  are  so  right.  Stand  up  and 
fight.  I  am  for  you.  You  are  fighting  for 
your  people.  I  think  the  President  have 
made  a  big  mistake  in  coming  out  against 
your  bill.  He  have  lost  my  vote.  You  stand 
up  fight.  I  am  for  you. 

Yours  truly, 

Willie  Jackson. 

Portsmouth,  Va.,  June  28,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
Washington,  D.  C.: 

Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  I  wish  to  com¬ 
mend  you  on  your  stand  against  the  policy 
of  segregation  practiced  by  the  Southern 
States  in  the  Nationa  Guard.  Please  stick  to 
your  guns. 

Most  sincerely, 

Dr.  Hugo  A.  Owens. 

Oakland,  Calif.,  June  27,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  been  reading  of  your  gal¬ 
lant  fight  for  antisegregation  in  the  UMT 
bill.  Please  accept  my  sincere  appreciation, 
although  not  much  (if  any  at  all)  appears 
in  the  local  commercial  press.  This  morning 
I  read  (not  in  the  commercial  press,  of 
course)  of  President  Eisenhower's  letter  to 
you  in  regard  to  the  antisegregation  issue. 
I  am  utterly  disgusted.  I  hope  the  Negro 
people  can  see  where  he  stands.  Keep  up  the 
good  fight.  It  is  men  like  you  in  high  office 
who  can  serve  your  people  best.  It  is  surely 
time(  and  now  is  the  time)  for  the  race  you 
represent  to  assert  itself.  I  see  segregation 
all  around  me.  It  is  inhuman  and  cruel,  and 
I  detest  it  with  all  my  heart. 

Sincerely, 

Rose  Brown. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  27 ,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thank  you,  again,  for 
your  work  against  compulsory  Reserve.  I 
have  just  written  to  10  Congressmen,  again. 
President  seems  to  want  to  designate  for  civil 
defense  (as  if  there  were  such  a  thing  against 
the  H-bomb),  just  military  dictatorship. 

Pearl  A.  LaForce. 
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Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  think  you  are  abso¬ 
lutely  right  that  it  is  of  first  importance  that 
we  show  the  world  that  we  mean  what  we 
may  about  equality  and  liberty  and  justice 
for  all. 

I  hope  you  will  persist  in  your  effort  to 
retain  the  antisegregation  clause  in  the  UMT 


bill  and  will  succeed. 

You  did  our  country  a  good  turn  at  Band¬ 
ung  and  are  doing  another  one  for  us  now. 
Sincerely, 

Alice  Wood. 


Farmington,  Pa.,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  writing  to  you 
to  urge  you  not  to  accept  any  compromise 
which  would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to 
State  National  Guard  units  where  there  is 
any  segregation. 

I  don’t  see  how  President  Eisenhower  can 
stand  up  and  talk  peace  and  still  urge  mili¬ 
tary  training  of  any  kind.  Surely  there  are 
enough  youth  who  do  care  to  serve  in  the 
armed  services  without  taking  boys  who 
don’t  care  to  serve. 

Yours  truly, 

Mrs.  Jesse  R.  Stair. 

Santa  Cruz,  Calif.,  June  15,  1955. 
Congressman  A.  C.  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir:  We  were  deeply  moved  by 
your  report  in  Nation  magazine  concerning 
your  great  contribution  at  Bandung  in  the 
face  of  discouragement  from  our  State  De¬ 
partment.  Such  bigotry  in  high  places  and 
such  utter  stupidity  makes  us  blush.  Both 
the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  State  al¬ 
low  subordinates  to  make  decisions  where 
strong  leadership  is  needed.  They  should 
have  been  the  first  to  see  that  your’s  could 
be  the  Voice  of  America  speaking  where  most 
needed.  We  regret  the  military  outlook  to¬ 
day  which  will  never  combat  communism. 

Please  accept  our  humble  thanks. 

Respectfully, 

Ethel  and  Lewis  Shanley. 


New  York  City,  June  16,  1955. 

My  Dear  Reverend  Powell:  Just  a  few 
lines  to  let  you  know  that  I  am  with  you  at 
all  times  and  praying  to  God  to  keep  you  in 
good  health  so  that  you  can  do  your  work. 
For  if  ever  we  need  you  is  now.  I  know 
you  get  upset  sometimes,  but  please  don’t 
work  too  hard  and  get  a  nervous  breakdown, 
for  I  have  it  and  I  know  what  it  is,  for  you 
are  right,  and  for  that  God  will  take  care 
of  you.  If  you  were  not  they  would  not 
fight  you  so  much.  I  don’t  say  much  but 
I  pray  for  you  and  your  family  every  day 
of  my  life  and  in  my  weak  way,  anything  you 
want  me  to  do  in  helping  out,  please  feel 
free  to  call  on  me,  for  we  must  stand  together 
now.  You  know  how  we  stood  together  in 
the  thirties;  we  will  have  to  do  the  same 
thing  now. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Sister  in  Christ, 

Mrs.  Ida  Benjamin. 

American  Council  on  Human  Rights, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  For  the  first  time  in 
several  decades  the  House  of  Representatives 
has  the  opportunity  to  pass  on  civil-rights 
legislation.  The  amendments  of  Mr. 
Powell,  of  New  York,  to  H.  R.  5297  and  H.  R. 
5827  are  of  vital  importance  to  the  rights  of 


millions  of  Americans  and  the  welfare  of  our 
Nation.  You  and  your  fellow  Members  of 
Congress  now  have  it  within  your  power  to 
add  legislative  sanction  to  the  obliteration 
of  second-class  citizenship.  The  American 
people  expect  it  of  you,  the  ideals  of  Amer¬ 
ican  democracy  demand  it  of  you. 

The  American  Council  on  Human  Rights 
urges  your  active  support  of  the  above 
amendments.  The  basic  principles  involved 
in  each  must  not  be  sacrificed  for  the  sake 
of  expediency.  The  rights  of  no  group  of 
American  citizens  can  be  jeopardized  with¬ 
out  irreparable  damage  to  the  rights  of  all 
citizens  and  the  principles  of  democracy. 

We  have  confidence  in  your  sense  of  duty 
and  your  concern  for  the  future  of  our  Na¬ 
tion.  We  firmly  believe  they  embrace  sup¬ 
port  of  the  above  amendments. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Aubrey  E.  Robinson,  Jr., 

Director. 


Pennsville,  Ohio,  June  14,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  May  I  encourage  you  to  accept 
no  compromise  in  Congress  to  permit  men 
to  be  assigned  to  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  segregation. 

Respectfully, 

Paul  Wells. 


San  Francisco,  Calif.,  June  14,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Your  amendment  to 
H.  R.  5297  is  not  extraneous  to  the  subject 
of  the  bill.  Whether  the  proponents  of  this 
bill  consider  the  training  it  would  provide 
educational  or  a  part  of  our  defense  system 
or  both,  our  national  policy  on  segregation 
has  been  clearly  stated  and  cannot  legiti¬ 
mately  be  violated.  The  need  for  clear-cut 
provision  on  this  point  in  the  bill  is  evi¬ 
denced  by  the  furor  which  your  amendment 
has  raised.  Unless  the  Reserve  program  had 
been  recognized  as  another  opportunity  to 
thwart  desegregation  there  would  have  been 
no  occasion  for  the  present  excitement  over 
your  amendment. 

So  far  as  defense  of  our  Nation  in  a  hostile 
world  is  concerned,  there  is  no  other  single 
point  at  which  we  are  more  seriously  com¬ 
promised  in  the  eyes  of  two-thirds  of  man¬ 
kind  than  in  this  matter  of  segregation  and 
racial  discrimination.  Any  defense  built 
on  the  false  premise  of  white  supremacy 
can  only  add  to  the  number  of  our  potential 
enemies  and  therefore  to  ever  greater  de¬ 
mands  for  defense. 

We  urge  you  not  to  accept  any  compromise 
which  would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to 
segregated  National  Guard  units,  either 
State  or  National. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Andrew  Bachels. 
Isabel  G.  Bachels. 


Oakland,  Calif.,  June  14,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  I  wish  to  cheer 
and  support  your  latest  effort  to  get  desegre¬ 
gation  in  the  Armed  Forces.  I  firmly  be- 
believe  all  citizens  will  benefit  immensely 
when  the  artificially  created  color  bars  are 
smashed. 


I  am  against  any  form  or  shape  of  UMT 
as  being  un-American  and  not  nearly  as 
effective  as  sincere  peace  negotiations.  At 
first  I  hoped  your  rider  was  to  kill  the  bill 
(wishful  thinking). 

I  hope  you  will  make  every  effort  to  get 
support  for  your  amendment. 

Yours  truly, 


B.  Linton. 


Oakland,  Calif.,  June  14,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  This  is  in  reference  to  your 
amendment  to  the  compulsory  reserve  bill 
which  bars  assignment  or  enlistment  of  men 
in  any  National  Guard  unit  practicing  racial 
segregation. 

In  the  first  place,  I  am  very  much  opposed 
to  any  form  of  UMT  (and  regardless  of  what 
this  bill  is  called,  let  no  one  be  deceived 
that  it  is  not  a  UMT  bill). 

In  the  second  place,  I  would  strongly  op¬ 
pose  removal  of  your  antisegregation  amend¬ 
ment  even  if  I  were  in  favor  of  the  rest  of 
the  bill. 


Hence,  I  urge  you  to  do  all  in  your  power 
to  prevent  removal  of  this  amendment. 
Your  truly, 


Ed  Linton. 


St.  John’s  Methodist  Church, 

Edwardsville,  III.,  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  want  to  compliment  you  on 
the  stand  you  have  taken  on  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  relative  to  ending 
racial  segregation.  I  hope  you  will  not 
compromise  on  this  important  issue. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Clyde  Funkhouser. 


Oakland,  Calif.,  June  11,  1955. 
Re  H.  R.  5297. 

Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  hope  you  will  not  ac¬ 
cept  any  compromise  which  would  permit 
men  to  be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard 
units  where  there  is  any  segregation.  In 
my  opinion,  H.  R.  5297  is  a  compulsory  bill 
and  should  not  be  considered  at  this  time. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Ethel  Cohen. 

Harren’s  Sales  Agency, 

Rocky  Mount,  N.  C„  June  14,  1955. 
Re:  Amendment  prohibiting  segregated  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Congressman  from  New  York, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  On  behalf  of 
the  Rocky  Mount  chapter  of  the  NAACP,  we, 
the  undersigned,  take  this  method  of  com¬ 
mending  you  for  your  forthright  espousal  of 
the  cause  minority-group  citizens  in  your  ef¬ 
forts  in  getting  the  so-called  Powell  amend¬ 
ment  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
even  though  it  has  been  pigeonholed  by  Rep¬ 
resentative  Vinson,  of  Georgia. 

We  have  previously  written  to  Representa¬ 
tive  L.  H.  Fountain,  of  our  district,  and  Sen¬ 
ator  W.  Kerr  Scott,  asking  them  to  support 
this  measure.  We  have  received  a  declaration 
of  their  intention  to  “give  it  careful  study” 
when  it  comes  up.  Of  course,  we  do  not 
really  expect  them  to  support  it  because  our 
region  has  long  practiced  the  matter  of  segre¬ 
gated  National  Guard  units  and  we  do  not — 
we  regret  to  admit — have  sufficient  race 
voters  to  cause  our  Congressmen  to  worry 
about  us. 

But,  in  view  of  press  reports  which  in¬ 
terpret  the  administration  as  blaming  you 
with  holding  up  the  2,900,000-man  national 
defense  program  with  the  amendment  which 
would  give  all  men  an  equal  right  to  belong 
to  the  guard,  we  strongly  urge  you  to  stick 
by  your  guns  and  don’t  give  in.  We  hope 
that  your  colleagues,  Representatives  Daw¬ 
son  and  Diggs,  will  help  to  run  the  inter¬ 
ference,  along  with  other  liberals,  while  you 
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continue  to  carry  the  ball  for  true  Ameri¬ 
canism. 

Very  sincerely, 

Charlie  Jones,  president,  Rocky  Mount, 
N.  C.,  NAACP;  J.  B.  Harren,  acting 
secretary;  Mrs.  Emma  Leonard,  treas¬ 
urer;  Louis  Pippen;  Jasper  Braswell; 
John  H.  Joyner;  Elmar  Braswell; 
Chester  William;  Rev.  E.  D.  Joyner. 

Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell  :  I  am  all 
behind  you  in  your  insistence  against  racial 
segregation  in  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 
I  hope  also  that  you  will  not  accept  any  com¬ 
promise  which  would  permit  men  to  be  as¬ 
signed  to  State  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  any  segregation. 

I  disagree  with  President  Eisenhower  when 
he  says  your  amendment  is  extraneous  to  the 
Reserve  bill  and  that  your  amendment  should 
not  be  used  to  kill  the  Reserve  bill.  In  our 
present  international  relations  it  is  vital  that 
we  maintain  and  promote  the  principle  of 
racial  equality  in  all  our  legislation  and  prac¬ 
tices.  I  am  opposed  to  any  such  bill  as  the 
proposed  compulsory  Reserve  bill  which  does 
not  make  our  declaration  for  racial  equality 
crystal  clear. 

I  am  also  opposed  to  the  Reserve  bill  be¬ 
cause  of  the  compulsory  feature,  and  because 
I  am  still  opposed  in  our  traditionally  free 
country  to  the  imposition  on  our  youth  of 
universal  military  training  of  any  sort  in  a 
permanent  form.  It  goes  against  all  our  tra¬ 
ditions  and  I  do  not  believe  such  compromise 
with  our  basic  principles  is  justified  by  the 
present  world  situation.  In  fact,  I  think 
compulsory  military  training,  even  sugar- 
coated  by  the  device  of  Reserves,  is  more  of  a 
danger  than  a  help  to  the  peace  of  the  world. 
Very  sincerely, 

Allen  P.  Lovejoy. 

East  Cleveland,  Ohio,  June  12,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  We  want  to  let  you  know  how 
glad  we  are  that  you  had  the  courage  to  add 
the  amendment  against  segregation  to  the 
DMT  bill.  It  is  time  this  country  treated 
all  citizens  in  the  same  way. 

We  can’t  get  rid  of  wars  in  the  world  until 
we  get  rid  of  injustice  and  discrimination 
in  our  own  country. 

Sincerely, 

Bertha  McDonald. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell;  We  are  grateful  for 
your  stand  in  this  issue  and  wish  to  thank 
you  for  your  firm  conviction  and  clear  voice. 
Sincerely, 

E.  Quackenbush. 


Red  Hook,  N.  Y.,  June  14,  1955. 
The  President  of  the  United  States, 

The  White  House, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  President:  My  husband  and 
I  are  pleased  with  your  continual  efforts 
for  peace.  We  do  not  feel,  however,  that 
you  are  acting  consistently  in  supporting  the 
Reserve  bill. 

First,  let  us  suppose  that  the  United  States 
still  faces  a  real  military  threat:  Do  you 
not  feel  that  this  Reserve  plan  will  require 
a  great  deal  of  money  (I  have  read  esti¬ 
mates  from  $2  to  $3  billion  yearly)  to  train 
very  insufficiently  a  large  number  of  men 
in  a  system  producing  low  morale?  Do 
you  really  feel  that  this  kind  of  Reserve 
will  serve  our  national  defense?  Is  not  the 
requirement  for  our  national  defense  one  of 
top  order  professional  soldiers  of  considerable 
technical  skill  and  high  morale?  What  do 
you  think  of  Major  General  Hobson’s  state¬ 
ment  that  the  Air  Force  does  not  need  or 
want  this  kind  of  military  machinery  to 
obtain  its  quotas  at  its  standards — that  the 


Air  Force  would  hire  civilians  rather  than 
use  the  draft? 

Second,  let’s  face  the  problem  of  build¬ 
ing  peace,  which  to  us  is  an  even  more 
important  subject.  I  wish  to  remind  you 
of  the  document  which  the  United  States 
representatives  presented  at  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Disarmament  Commission  (published 
in  the  May  16  New  York  Times)  :  We  said, 
"All  states  *  *  *  should  pledge  themselves 
as  a  first  step  toward  the  reduction  of 
armaments  and  armed  forces  not  to  increase 
their  armaments  and  armed  forces  above 
the  level  of  appropriations  for  those  pur¬ 
poses  in  1955.”  I  feel  that  the  United 
States  Congress  and  President  would  be 
showing  a  lack  of  good  faith  and  good  judg¬ 
ment  to  legislate  the  present  Reserve  bill 
while  we  talk  thus  at  disarmament  con¬ 
ferences.  I  feel  that  as  a  nation  we  are 
showing  a  lack  of  faith  in  the  way  of  peace 
by  our  very  expenditure  of  many,  many 
dollars  per  capita  per  year  for  preparation 
of  protection  and  less  than  a  dollar  per 
capita  per  year  on  the  United  Nations  and 
peace  agencies. 

The  Reserve  plan  looks  to  us  at  its  best  like 
one  more  try  at  scare-technique  diplomacy 
and  at  its  worst  like  greed  for  power  at  any 
price  by  the  Pentagon.  It  is  time  we  learned 
that  the  scare  techniques  are  not  diplomacy 
and  that  we  will  be  caught  in  our  own  snares 
if  we  don’t  learn.  One  of  the  worst  snares 
will  be  the  increased  bureaucracy  and  power 
of  the  Pentagon,  should  the  Reserve  plan 
be  enacted.  Further,  we  can’t  talk  peace 
and  live  rearmament  and  expect  to  gain 
peace  or  respect  from  any  nation,  large  or 
small,  friend  or  foe. 

We  do  feel  that  the  administration  has  a 
fine  record  in  civil  rights.  The  Powell 
amendment  is  important  to  us,  not  only  for 
the  civil  rights  involved,  but  because  it 
gives  time  for  continued  consideration  of 
the  Reserve  plan. 

Our  prayers  are  with  you  as  you  make 
tremendous  decisions  and  influence  others 
to  make  them.  We  urge  you  to  reconsider 
prayerfully  the  Reserve  plan  in  the  light  of 
your  call  to  be  influential  in  the  world’s 
search  for  peace  on  earth. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Mrs.  Boyd  Quackenbush. 


Rochester,  N.  Y.,  June  10,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  want  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  prevented  the  passage  of  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

Your  amendment  which  would  end  racial 
segregation  in  the  National  Guard  in  27 
States,  proves  that  this  bill  is  not  essential 
to  national  defense  in  the  minds  of  southern 
militarists  like  Vinson,  or  they  would  not 
have  sidetracked  it  because  of  this  one 
amendment. 

We  don’t  need  this  bill.  Please  defeat  it. 

Very  sincerely, 

Ralph  A.  Milligan, 
Mrs.  Ralph  Milligan. 


Oxford  Mills,  Ontario,  June  11,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Member  of  Congress, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  very  much  opposed  to  any 
laws  that  make  for  compulsory  military 
training,  even  for  6  months.  We  want  our 
country  to  be  a  Nation  of  freemen,  not  tools 
and  subjects  of  military  power.  Thousands 
of  Europeans,  and  the  best  of  stock,  fled  to 
America  in  the  past  to  get  away  from  the 
military  training  and  Army  life,  of  those 
European  countries,  who  had  military  train¬ 
ing,  which  was  compulsory,  and  for  at  least 
3  years.  Well,  with  all  their  military  train¬ 
ing,  they  did  not  prevent  war,  on  the  con¬ 


trary  these  ready  and  well-trained  helped 
the  dictators  and  others  as  bad  to  wage  wars 
of  aggression,  like  Germany  and  Japan.  Let 
us  run  our  country  in  the  American  way, 
not  copying  the  ways  of  Europe.  I  always 
think  that  the  Hitlerites  and  the  Nazis  were 
the  finished  product  of  generations  of  en¬ 
forced  military  training. 

Democracy  and  militarism  can  never  live 
together  in  any  country,  one  or  the  other  will 
dominate.  Let  us  make  sure  that  any  form 
of  American  militarism  never  gets  its  stran¬ 
glehold  on  our  country. 

Yours  very  truly, 

E.  K.  Barnard, 
American  living  in  Canada. 


Seneca,  Kans.,  June  16,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  are  much  opposed  to  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill.  Please  do  not  ac¬ 
cept  any  compromise  which  would  permit 
men  to  be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard 
units  where  there  is  any  segregation.  Thank 
you. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  F.  B.  Roots. 


Minneapolis,  Kans.,  June  16,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  urge  you  not  to  ac¬ 
cept  any  compromise  which  would  permit 
men  to  be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard 
units  where  there  is  any  segregation. 
Please  hold  firm  on  this. 

Very  sincerely, 

Mrs.  Omar  Joyce. 


Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  19,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washigton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir  :  Am  very  happy  about  your  rider 
on  the  military  reserve  bill.  I  have  just  2 
months  more  of  active  duty  as  a  draftee,  and 
object  to  segregation. 

Let’s  keep  in  touch  with  each  other. 

David  H.  Milbauer. 

American  Baptist  Assembly, 

Green  Lake,  Wis.,  June  19,  1955. 

Dear  Dr.  Powell:  I  just  want  to  express 
my  gratitude  to  you  for  your  brilliant  leader¬ 
ship  in  the  House  of  Representatives  in  de¬ 
manding  racial  justice  especially  by  insisting 
on  riders  on  those  appropriations  that  pro¬ 
tect  our  rights.  I  especially  want  to  thank 
you  for  your  victory  in  stopping  the  latest 
military  training  measure  which  permits 
racial  discrimination  in  our  National  Guard 
units. 

We  are  mighty  proud  that  we  have  men  of 
your  stature  in  the  Congress. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Samuel  D.  Proctor, 
Virginia  Union  University. 


Wolverine  Building  Service,  Inc., 

Modesto,  Calif.,  June  17,  1955. 
Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  appreciate  the  stand 
you  have  taken  against  racial  segregation  in 
the  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

I  hope  you  will  continue  to  stand  your 
ground  on  this  issue  and  will  not  make  any 
compromise  whatsoever.  Thank  you  for  the 
good  job  you  are  doing. 

Yours  very  truly. 

Gale  Nutson. 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  19,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  write  to  beg  you  to 
stand  firm  and  not  retreat  one  inch  from 
your  amendment  barring  segregation  in  tne 
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Reserve  program.  Tou  may  save  our  coun¬ 
try  from  growing  militarism. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Anna  Cope  Evans. 

Bowbells,  N.  Dak.,  June  18,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
Member,  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  for 
Introducing  the  amendment  regarding  seg¬ 
regation  to  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill  H.  R. 
5297.  I  believe  this  bill  is  highly  militaristic 
and  undemocratic  and  should  remain 
shelved. 

Yours  truly, 

M.  B.  Stokes. 

Elk  City,  Okla.,  June  19,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  com¬ 
mend  you  heartily  on  your  courage  and 
statesmanship  in  inserting  the  antisegre¬ 
gation  amendment  into  the  proposed  Re¬ 
serve  bill.  If  our  assertions  concerning  de¬ 
mocracy  are  to  mean  anything,  we  must 
make  them  a  reality  now.  As  you  so  well 
know,  the  other  nations  are  watching  to  see 
how  our  actions  measure  up  to  our  asser¬ 
tions.  You  are  doing  our  Nation  a  real  serv¬ 
ice  in  making  us  develop  a  democracy  which 
does  not  include  second-class  citizens. 

I  hope  you  will  continue  your  courageous 
stand  against  segregation  despite  the  tre¬ 
mendous  pressures  being  applied  by  the  ad¬ 
ministration  forces.  My  prayers  will  con¬ 
tinue  that  you  will  do  all  within  your  power 
to  defeat  such  segregation  attempts. 

Once  again,  thanks  for  the  fine  work  you 
are  doing. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Donald  S.  Lehman,  M.  D. 

Warminster,  Pa.,  June  19,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell  :  We  congrat¬ 
ulate  you  for  introducting  the  amendment 
that  prevented  the  passage  of  H.  R.  5297  in 
the  House  a  few  weeks  ago.  You  prove  that 
this  bill  is  not  essential  to  national  defense 
in  the  minds  of  southern  militarists  like 
Vinson,  or  they  would  not  have  sidetracked 
it  because  of  this  one  amendment. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Douglas  and  Ethel  Collins. 

General  Baptist  State  Convention, 

of  North  Carolina,  Inc., 
Raleigh,  N.  C.,  June  18,  1955. 
Hon.  A.  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  You  have  taken  a  courageous 
stand  relative  to  the  National  Guard  unit. 
Please  accept  my  heartiest  congratulations. 

Yours  truly, 

O.  L.  Sherrill. 

The  Community  Methodist  Church, 

San  Bruno,  Calif,  June  14,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  hope  that 
you  will  not  accept  any  compromise  which 
would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to  segre¬ 
gated  National  Guard  units.  I  admire  the 
stand  you  have  taken  and  sincerely  hope  you 
stand  by  it. 

Cordially  yours, 

Andrew  Juvinall. 

Cambridge,  Mass.,  June  17,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  First  of  all  I  want  to 
congratulate  you  for  introducing  the  anti- 
segregation  amendment  to  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill.  H.  R.  5297,  and  then  for  having 
the  courage  to  stand  by  it  in  the  face  of 


unfair  criticism  and  opposition.  It  is  so  abso¬ 
lutely  in  line  with  the  recent  Supreme  Court 
decision,  that  its  rightness  cannot  be  ques¬ 
tioned  by  any  fairminded  citizen. 

Secondly,  it  has  brought  great  satisfaction 
to  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  bill  because 
of  its  military  implications.  It  has  proved 
that  even  those  who  formerly  supported  the 
bill  do  not  really  feel  that  it  is  essential  to 
the  security  of  the  United  States,  otherwise 
they  would  not  have  so  easily  shelved  the 
bill.  To  pass  -such  a  bill  at  a  time  when 
our  President  goes  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Big  Four  in  order  to  find  steps  toward  peace 
is  not  only  inconsistent  but  unrealistic.  We 
cannot  make  protestations  for  peace  and 
then  at  the  same  time  pass  legislation  to 
increase  enormously  our  military  forces. 

Sincerely, 

Miss  Edna  C.  Haviland. 


Friends  Memorial  Church, 
Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  15,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  We  of  the 
peace  committee  of  Friends  Memorial 
Church  wish  to  thank  you  for  your  fine 
efforts  in  fighting  the  militarization  of  our 
traditionally  peace-loving  Nation,  specifi¬ 
cally  your  recent  effort  to  prevent  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  H.  R.  5297. 

We  know  and  appreciate  the  tremendous 
pressures  under  which  you  labor.  Espe¬ 
cially  pressing  are  the  forces  pushing  for 
military  expenditures  and  military  control 
of  the  Nation.  In  the  minds  of  those  who 
advocate  UMT,  mass  retaliation,  peacetime 
conscription,  and  atomic  development  for 
defense,  is  the  realization  that  ultimately 
the  answer  to  world  tensions  cannot  be  war, 
for  modern  warfare  would  mean  the  annihi¬ 
lation  of  mankind. 

From  your  commendable  efforts  in  this 
area,  one  would  feel  assured  that  you  realize 
that  “where  all  men  prepare  for  war,  war 
becomes  inevitable,”  and  that,  instead  of 
more  soldiers  and  bigger  bombs,  we  need 
to  take  advantage  of  what  little  time  we  have 
to  build  constructively  and  generously  for 
peace  through: 

1.  Our  activities  in  the  U.  N.  and  its  many 
agencies. 

2.  A  bigger  point  4  in  Asia  without  mili¬ 
tary  strings. 

3.  Banning  of  mass  destruction  weapons. 

4.  Sincere  efforts  for  disarmament. 

Your  job  is  not  easy,  but  affords  a  great 

challenge.  We  pray  thait  God’s  infinite  wis¬ 
dom  may  be  your  guide,  and  His  power  your 
aid. 

We  wish  to  thank  and  congratulate  you 
for  your  stand  on  this  vital  subject. 

Yours  in  His  fellowship, 

Luther  S.  Distler, 
Chairman,  Peace  Committee. 


[From  the  Pittsburgh  Courier  of 
June  18,  1955] 

Security  and  Segregation 

President  Eisenhower  urged,  with  obvious 
feeling,  last  Wednesday  that  the  Powell 
amendment  to  the  manpower  reserve  bill  be 
removed.  It  was  clear  from  what  the  Presi¬ 
dent  said  that  he  did  not  think  it  fair,  even 
patriotic,  to  attach  an  antisegregation  rider 
to  the  bill. 

What  the  President  said  is  so  important 
that  we  quote  him  in  part: 

“It  is  entirely  erroneous  to  try  to  get  legis¬ 
lation  of  this  character  through  by  tacking  it 
on  to  something  that  is  so  vital  to  the  se¬ 
curity  of  the  United  States.  *  «  * 

I  just  don’t  believe  that  it  is  the  place 
to  have  any  kind  of  extraneous  legislation.” 

The  President  truthfully  said  that  the 
record  of  his  administration  on  carrying  out 
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Its  pledges  in  this  whole  field  of  segregation 
is  a  good  one. 

However,  we  seriously  disagree  with  the 
President  and  his  resentment  toward  the 
Powell  resolution,  particularly  to  the  lan¬ 
guage  which  implies  that  segregation  is  an 
extraneous  issue  and  to  the  suggestion  that 
those  who  support  such  an  amendment  are 
carelessly  and  recklessly  jeopardizing  the 
security  of  the  United  States. 

Referring  to  the  controversial  rider,  the 
President  says:  "Why  not  put  these  things 
on  their  own  and  decide  them?” 

Well,  that  is  exactly  what  was  done  when 
the  Nation  adopted  the  13th,  14th,  and  15th 
amendments  to  the  Constitution,  what  was 
done  when  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
outlawed  racial  segregated  public  schools 
and  colleges,  and  what  was  done  when  the 
President  ended  segregation  and  discrimina¬ 
tion  because  of  race  or  color  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Bluntly,  the  President  would  characterize 
the  Powell  amendment  as  racially  selfish  and 
inimical  to  the  best  interests  of  the  country 
as  a  whole. 

From  this  position  he  would  place  blame 
for  the  precarious  position  of  the  bill,  and 
whatever  it  might  mean  to  national  security, 
on  Mr.  Powell  or  the  racial  group  to  which 
Mr.  Powell  belongs. 

That  is  a  false  impression  to  spread  from 
the  White  House. 

Mr.  Powell’s  amendment  simply  prohib¬ 
its  the  assignment  or  enlistment  of  men 
in  any  National  Guard  or  Reserve  unit  prac¬ 
ticing  racial  segregation. 

How  ridiculous  and  paradoxial  it  would  be 
for  the  Federal  Government  to  outlaw  Jim 
Crowism  in  the  regular  Armed  Forces  and 
then  turn  around  and  subsidize  it  in  the 
various  States  in  deference  to  ideas  of  racial 
separatism  and  white  supremacy. 

The  amendment  was  voted  through  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  126-87.  When 
Chairman  Vinson,  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  asked  the  House  to  throw  out 
the  Powell  amendment,  he  lost  167-143. 

The  segregationists  then  got  together. 
They  said  they  would  kill  the  bill  rather 
than  pass  it  with  the  Powell  amendment. 

Actually,  it  is  these  segregationists,  mostly 
from  Southern  States,  who  are  holding  up 
the  bill  and  creating  the  risk  of  national 
security,  if  any,  about  which  the  President 
is  so  much  concerned. 

Why  does  not  the  President  ask  these 
men  to  face  up  to  the  facts  of  life  so  far 
as  national  security  is  concerned? 

Standing  pat  by  his  amendment,  Con¬ 
gressman  Powell  said: 

“When  the  colored  peoples  are  being  wooed 
by  communism,  we  cannot  afford  to  do  any¬ 
thing  to  suggest  that  we  are  going  back¬ 
ward.” 

We  agree.  There  is  nothing  more  vital 
to  the  security  of  the  United  States  than 
the  manner  in  which  we  can  make  the 
democracy  we  talk  about  work  at  home. 

No  manpower  reserve,  regardless  of  size, 
nor  atom  nor  hydrogen  bombs,  will  make 
us  secure  if  we  do  not  succeed  in  convinc¬ 
ing  the  rest  of  the  world,  mostly  colored, 
that  we  are  not  hypocrites  on  this  matter  of 
democracy. 

Instead  of  being  extraneous,  we  believe 
the  Powell  amendment  to  be  essential  to 
the  manpower  reserve  bill. 

We  believe  the  President  should  train  his 
guns  on  the  foes  of  the  Powell  amendment, 
those  who  would  keep  America  from  being 
a  living  demonstration  of  the  concept  that 
here  equality  of  opportunity  for  any  one 
citizen  is  far  more  valuable  for  our  internal 
and  external  strength  than  a  carload  of 
hydrogen  bombs. 

This  is  our  position  and  the  President  can 
scarcely  expect  us  to  blow  hot  and  cold 
with  the  same  breath,  as  it  were,  on  matters 
so  vital  to  our  future  progress. 
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(From  the  Afro-American  of  June  14,  1955J 
We're  Disappointed,  Mr.  President 

All  Americans  who  believe  in  justice  and 
fair  play  must  have  been  sorely  disappointed 
in  President  Eisenhower’s  remarks  at  his 
press  conference  last  week. 

In  one  breath  the  President  says  that 
trained  National  Guard  units  are  vital  to 
our  defense  program  and  that  men  in  every 
hamlet  who  may  be  called  upon  to  defend 
their  country  should  have  advantage  of  this 
prior  training. 

And  in  the  next  breath,  he  insists  that  the 
21  States  which  have  Jim  Crow  units  or  for¬ 
bid  colored  men  to  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard  should  be  permitted  the  use  of  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  to  continue  to  do  so. 

We  say  that  for  President  Eisenhower  to 
link  these  two  statements  is  shocking.  It 
is  unworthy  of  him. 

Segregation  in  the  Nation’s  Armed  Forces 
has  been  abolished  by  the  President’s  order. 

Segregation  as  enforced  by  the  various 
States  has  been  outlawed  by  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court. 

Enforced  public  segregation  is  a  lawless 
procedure,  and  has  no  connection  with  what 
the  President  benignly  calls  social  progress. 

Neither  is  it  merely  a  question  of  indi¬ 
viduals  having  their  way  as  Mr.  Eisenhower 
puts  it. 

It  is  a  question  of  the  Government,  State 
and  Federal,  and,  above  all,  the  Nation’s  Chief 
Executive,  acknowledging  the  United  States 
Constitution  and  enforcing  it. 

The  President's  Reserve  and  National 
Guard  bill  is  not  being  held  up  by  Adam 
Clayton  Powell,  whose  antisegregation 
amendment  was  approved  by  a  majority  in 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Powell  is  not  the  culprit  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  so  unfairly  implies. 

The  blame  should  be  laid  squarely  at  the 
doorstep  of  Carl  Vinson,  of  Georgia. 

Placing  prejudice  above  patriotism,  Mr. 
Vinson,  as  chairman  of  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee,  has  pigeonholed  the 
measure  because  he  doesn’t  want  Georgia’s 
National  Guard  to  accept  all  qualified  citi¬ 
zens  as  required  by  law. 

Mr.  Vinson  knows,  even  if  Mr.  Eisenhower 
doesn’t,  that  if  allowed  to  come  to  a  vote,  the 
bill,  Powell’s  amendment  included,  would 
pass  overwhelmingly. 

We  submit  it’s  time  the  President  stood  up 
to  the  lawless  southern  minority  rather  than 
ask  millions  of  patriotic  American  citizens  to 
postpone  once  again  full  enjoyment  of  their 
constitutional  rights. 

If  he  doesn’t,  we  hope  Congress  never 
passes  the  measure. 

[From  the  Washington  Afro-American  of 
June  11,  1955] 

Untrue  and  Unfair 

The  persistent  attempt  of  politicians  and 
daily  newspapers  to  blame  Representative 
Powell  for  congressional  inaction  on  the 
military  Reserve  bill  is  both  unfair  and  un¬ 
true. 

Mr.  Powell’s  action  in  offering  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  would  prevent  States  hostile  to 
equal  citizenship  from  using  Federal  funds 
to  promote  this  discrimination  and  their 
viewpoint  was  right  and  fully  justified. 

Mr.  Eisenhower  was  illadvised  to  refer  to 
the  Powell  amendment  as  extraneous  and 
erroneous.  It  was  neither  of  these. 

The  truth  is  that  Mr.  Powell  was  merely 
following  the  principle  outlined  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  himself  on  numerous  occasions. 

At  his  press  conference  on  March  19,  1953, 
in  reply  to  a  question,  Mr.  Eisenhower  per¬ 
mitted  himself  to  be  quoted  as  saying: 

"I  will  repeat  it  again  and  again,  whenever 
Federal  funds  are  expended  I  do  not  see  how 
any  American  can  justify,  legally,  logically, 
or  morally  discrimination  in  the  expedi¬ 
ting  of  these  funds.  If  there  are  any  bene¬ 
fits  to  be  derived  from  them  all  should  share. 


regardless  of  such  inconsequential  factors  as 
race  or  religion." 

And  on  April  7,  1954,  the  President  re¬ 
affirmed  his  position,  “That  where  Federal 
funds  are  involved  there  should  be  no  dis¬ 
crimination  based  on  any  reason.” 

Mr.  Eisenhower  was  either  right  on  those 
dates  or  wrong  last  week  when  he  was  sharply 
critical  of  Mr.  Powell  for  winning  the  House 
approval  of  an  amendment  which  puts  teeth 
in  the  President’s  oft-repeated  philosophy. 

It’s  a  certainty  that  Mr.  Eisenhower  can’t 
have  it  both  ways. 

We  submit  that  any  Congressman  who 
votes  for  a  military  Reserve  bill,  Federal  aid 
to  school  legislation,  or  housing  measures 
which  does  not  contain  amendments  like  Mr. 
Powell’s  is  not  only  voting  against  civil 
rights,  he’s  voting  against  the  very  Con¬ 
stitution  he  has  sworn  to  uphold  and  de¬ 
fend. 

We  ask  what  is  the  objection  to  the  Powell 
amendment? 

Would  anyone  at  this  late  date  argue  that 
a  Jim  Crow  National  Guard  is  good  for  the 
country? 

If  so,  he  would  foolishly  be  flying  in  the 
face  of  the  professional  opinion  of  every 
military  expert  in  the  United  States,  who 
knows  that  the  superiority  of  an  integrated 
Army  is  a  battle-tested  fact. 

The  Baltimore  Evening  Sun,  speaking  from 
its  usual  paternalistic  heights,  says  that  se¬ 
gregation  is  for  the  best  interest  of  colored 
people. 

That  is  an  unmitigated  lie. 

Moreover,  we  deeply  resent  the  audicity  of 
anybody,  including  the  Sun,  telling  us  what 
is  for  our  best  interests. 

We  know,  better  than  anyone  else,  where 
our  best  interests  lie. 

We  oppose  segregation  wherever  it  raises 
its  ugly  head. 

For  we  know  far  better  than  anyone  who 
has  ever  suffered  its  galling  and  frustrating 
indignities  that  it  is  neither  in  our  best  in¬ 
terest  nor  those  of  our  country. 

Manhattan  and  Beyond 
(By  Lester  B.  Granger) 

Last  week  President  Eisenhower  made  a 
strong  statement  denouncing  the  practice  of 
rider  legislation.  In  this  the  President  was 
right.  But  he  included  in  his  denunciation 
the  antisegregation  amendment  proposed  by 
Representative  Powell  to  the  bill  creating  a 
national  military  Reserve.  In  this  the  Presi¬ 
dent  was  wrong. 

A  rider  is  a  last-minute  addition  to  a  bill 
which  seeks  to  do  something  opposed  to  the 
bill’s  true  objective  or  apart  from  its  orig¬ 
inal  purpose.  Mr.  Powell’s  offered  amend¬ 
ment  is  neither  opposed  to,  nor  apart  from 
the  purpose  of  establishing  a  national  mili¬ 
tary  Reserve.  If  it  is,  then  everything  that 
Presidents  Eisenhower  and  Truman  author¬ 
ized  in  desegregation  of  our  Armed  Forces 
had  no  military  importance. 

The  fact,  of  course,  is  that  military  inte¬ 
gration  was  literally  a  lifesaver  for  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  It  meant  no  more  race  riots 
in  the  Army  or  Navy;  it  meant  maximum 
use  of  all  manpower;  it  meant  improved 
morale  for  white  and  colored  servicemen 
alike.  And  all  of  these  added  up  to  greater 
efficiency  in  our  fighting  forces  and  lives 
saved  in  the  3  years  of  fighting  in  Korea. 

There  is  no  difference  between  a  military 
Regular  and  a  Reserve  when  the  shooting 
starts.  Members  of  Reserve  outfits  get  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Regular  regiments,  and  vice  versa. 
An  officer  who  gets  his  promotion  the  Reserve 
way  is  apt  to  find  himself  among  a  bunch 
of  90-day  wonders  with  bars  or  stripes — 
or  among  hard-bitten  fellow-officers  who 
came  up  the  hard  way.  In  either  case  he’s 
expected  to  produce  the  goods,  and  the  same 
thing  goes  for  noncoms  and  petty  officers  and 
the  men  in  the  ranks. 

Thus,  it’s  important  now,  when  we’re  plan¬ 
ning  an  extension  and  improvement  of  our 


military  Reserve  system,  to  plan  it  the  right 
way.  There  is  only  one  right  way,  and  that's 
the  democratic  way,  as  our  Supreme  Court 
pointed  out  regard  public-school  education. 
If  there  are  Southern  Congressmen  and  Sen¬ 
ators  who’d  rather  have  no  military  Reserve 
system  than  have  a  democratic  one,  the  an¬ 
swer  is  not  to  stop  trying  for  democracy. 
The  answer  is  to  level  all  the  guns  of  public 
opinion  at  the  recalcitrants  until  they  are 
forced  to  surrender — or  until  fresh  reinforce¬ 
ments  come  up  to  run  right  over  them. 
That’s  the  way  General  Ike  would  have  done 
on  the  military  battlefield  in  case  of  being 
confronted  with  such  a  problem.  It’s  also 
the  way  for  President  Ike  to  handle  this 
problem,  which  has  such  strong  battle  po¬ 
tentials  for  the  future. 

We’ve  seen  the  democratic  interest  be¬ 
trayed  too  often  for  political  or  other  ex¬ 
pediency  in  the  past.  Senator  Wagner  re¬ 
fused  amendments  protecting  the  Negroes’ 
job  interests  when  he  introduced  his  Labor 
Relations  Act  nearly  20  years  ago.  Result, 
Negro  workers  suffered  seniority  losses,  which 
have  not  yet  been  recaptured,  President 
Roosevelt  brushed  off  appeals  to  protect  FHA 
and  public  housing  against  Jim  Crow  plan¬ 
ning  and  administration.  Result,  we  have 
Jim  Crow  housing  on  a  scale  never  before 
reached. 

President  Eisenhower  should  be  warned 
by  the  fatal  errors  of  his  Democratic  prede¬ 
cessors.  He  ought  to  retract  on  segrega¬ 
tion  in  our  national  military  Reserve  by 
exempting  the  Powell  amendment  from  his 
denunciation  of  rider  legislation. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  24,  1955. 

Just  wanted  to  congratulate  you  on  the 
wonderful  work  on  the  UMT  bill. 

J.  Franklyn  Bourne, 

Attorney  at  Law. 


Tacoma,  Wash.,  June  15,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  May  I  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  against  segregation  in  the  UMT  Ready 
Reserve  bill.  I  have  been  very  much  con¬ 
cerned  about  this  bill  because  I  have  2  boys, 
one  12  years  old  and  another  18  years.  I 
believe  that  UMT  and  compulsory  Reserve 
systems  will  lead  us  further  along  the  road 
to  militarism  and  away  from  peace,  and  I 
know  that  talking  boys  out  of  college  and 
away  from  home  influences  is  bad  for  them. 
I  also  believe  that  racial  discrimination  is 
un-American.  Furthermore,  the  fact  that 
Representative  Vinson  was  willing  to  side¬ 
track  the  UMT  Ready  Reserve  bill  after  adop¬ 
tion  of  your  amendment  shows  that  the  bill 
is  not  necessary  for  national  defense. 

Thank  you  for  the  fine  work  you  are  doing 
in  the  interests  of  world  brotherhood.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  newspapers  reported  your 
attendance  at  the  conference  of  anticolonial 
countries  sponsored  by  India.  I  shall  be 
interested  in  learning  more  about  your  activ¬ 
ities  and  hope  the  press  will  give  good  cover¬ 
age. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  G.  H.  Hess. 


Salem,  Oreg.,  June  14,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell  :  Congratulations  and 


thanks  for  introducing  the  amendment 
which  has  held  up  passage  of  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  It  has  seemed  that 
we  were  in  imminent  danger  of  the  bill  pass¬ 
ing  and  the  United  States  going  further 
along  the  road  of  militarism.  It  would  cer¬ 
tainly  be  a  service  to  our  citizens  to  have  all 
racial  segregation  abolished,  but  it  will  be 
an  even  greater  service  to  not  have  any  form 


of  UMT. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Robert  H.  Miller. 
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June  18,  1955. 

Hon.  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mb.  Powell:  Permit  me  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  on  your  firm  stand  regarding 
any  compromise  on  segregation  in  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill. 

As  a  citizen  who  believes  strongly  in  no 
segregation,  I  urge  you  not  to  accept  any 
conditions  which  would  permit  segregation 
in  our  Armed  Forces. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Miriam  Nicholas, 

Castro  Valley,  Calif.,  June  16,  1955, 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir:  Some  of  us  in  this  Nation 
are  glad  you  are  taking  the  stand  on  non¬ 
segregation  in  the  Reserves  planned  for  the 
military  training  program.  It  deserves 
standing  by  it  securely,  and  even  blocking 
the  military-conscription  program  as  out¬ 
lined.  A  bunch  of  us  here  are  Quakers  and 
are  much  against  the  military  having  any 
more  hold  over  our  boys  than  it  now  does. 
Thank  you  for  your  part. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Virgil  K.  Williams. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio.,  June  21,  1955. 
Hon.  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Congratulations  on  stand  against  proposed 
Reserve  bill.  I  hope  and  pray  you  will  stand 
firm  in  your  position  against  segregation. 

Rev.  Maurice  McCrackin. 


Brookline,  Mass.,  June  15,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  May  I  express 
my  sincere  appreciation  of  the  very  fine 
stand  you  have  taken  with  your  valuable 
and  timely  amendment  barring  segregation 
in  the  Reserve  program  (and,  I  hope,  wher¬ 
ever  segregation  appears). 

I  am  also  very  thankful  that  you  exposed 
the  Senate  plan  to  circumvent  the  demo¬ 
cratic  processes  by  tying  the  President’s  Re¬ 
serve  program  without  the  antisegregation 
amendment  to  the  draft  bill  approved  by  the 
House.  We  count  greatly  on  your  efforts 
and  your  leadership  in  abolishing  this  un¬ 
democratic  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

I  must  also  congratulate  you  on  your 
speech  at  Bandung.  It  was  magnificent.  I 
read  it  with  great  admiration  for  your  gen¬ 
erous  patriotism. 

With  kind  regards. 

Yours  sincerely, 

M.  B.  Malone. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  June  18,  1955. 
Hon.  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell  :  May  I  commend  you 
heartily  for  your  efforts  not  to  allow  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297  to  be 
passed  by  the  Armed  Services  Committee  of 
the  House  and  will  you  continue  in  your  good 
work  to  secure  equal  rights  for  all  citizens. 
Please  do  not  accept  any  compromise  which 
would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to  State 
National  Guard  units  where  there  is  any 
segregation.  You  will  have  my  whole¬ 
hearted  support  and  that  of  all  citizens  who 
are  fighting  for  equal  rights. 

Yours  very  sincerely, 

Margaret  Von  Selle. 

Walton,  Ind.,  June  19,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  was  glad  to  hear  that  you  had 
introduced  an  amendment  to  the  UMT  bill 


which  would  end  segregation  In  the  National 
Guard.  It  was  something  which  we  as  a 
Christian  Nation  should  always  have  had. 
Also,  I  realize  that  this  amendment  was  re¬ 
sponsible  for  shelving  the  UMT  bill,  for 
which  I  am  most  thankful. 

I  feel  that  UMT  is  undemocratic  in  action 
and  that  to  work  for  peace  effectively  we 
cannot  have  compulsory  military  training  at 
home.  I  favor  a  strong  defense,  but  one  on  a 
volunteer  basis  and  one  which  will  not  top¬ 
ple  our  national  economy.  I  hope  you  will 
continue  to  work  to  preserve  our  freedom 
with  the  courage  which  you  showed  in  this 
instance. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Richard  J.  Martin. 


An  Open  Letter 
is  it  wrong  to  do  right? 

To  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress: 

Gentlemen:  The  position  you  have  taken 
on  the  housing  bill  and  the  Powell  amend¬ 
ment  to  it  has  almost  staggered  the  world. 
To  take  Government  money  and  give  one 
group  of  people  a  front  street  community 
and  exclude  another  is  a  sin. 

You  have  run  head  on  with  the  truth  and 
it  is  going  to  expose  your  nakedness  before 
this  generation.  This  bill  is  going  to  prove 
whether  you  the  President,  and  the  whole 
Government  mean  to  do  the  right  thing  or  to 
just  pretend  to  do  right.  The  day  of  finding 
or  offering  excuses  for  righteousness  is  gone. 
If  a  parent  put  one  child  in  a  nice  room 
and  in  charge  of  the  guarding  of  the  house 
and  put  the  other  child  in  the  basement 
without  any  responsibility,  the  latter  could 
not  respect  them  as  parents.  So  it  is  with 
government.  The  manner  in  which  you 
cater  to  blind  segregationalists,  whose  racial 
attitudes  were  warped  in  the  cradle  follow¬ 
ing  the  Civil  War — will  cause  the  colored 
people  all  over  the  world  to  lose  respect  for 
your  integrity. 

Peope  of  the  South  are  almost  innocent  of 
the  inherent  prejudices  and  cannot  be 
listened  to  by  sane  leadership  of  our  day  and 
age.  You  must  not  and  cannot  afford  to 
legislate  segregated  law  in  a  world  where 
man  is  right  now  trembling  before  the  "bar 
of  God”  condemned  for  breaking  the  Golden 
Rule. 

We  will  never  make  this  a  Christian  society 
until  we  become  Christians.  A  Christian  is 
not  necessarily  a  churchgoer,  or  a  sacred 
speechmaker,  but  one  who  has  the  steel 
courage  to  sacrifice  wrong  for  right. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  Mr.  Powell’s  war 
with  anyone;  it  is  a  question  of,  “Do  you  want 
our  respect  by  being  a  Christian  human  be¬ 
ing,  our  confidence,  fidelity,  or  our  hope  for 
righteous  sacrament?”  If  so,  gentlemen, 
"the  ax  is  laid  unto  the  root  of  the  trees.” 
Therefore,  every  tree  which  bringeth  not 
forth  good  fruit  is  hewn  down  and  cast  into 
the  fire. 

Sirs,  give  us  fair,  impartial,  and  unadulter¬ 
ated  leadership  immediately.  This  is  the  way 
to  remove  hatred  and  malice  from  the  world. 
In  doing  this  you  prevent  the  atomic  bombs 
dropping  on  your  housetops.  You  make  it 
easier  for  your  children  to  live  among  other 
people  and  unborn  generations  will  love 
you  for  doing  right;  historians  will  smile  as 
they  thumb  through  the  pages  of  your  biog¬ 
raphy  as  they  do  Lincoln  and  others. 

However,  if  you  bow  to  the  idol  of  injustice, 
legislate  another  curse  on  this  society,  which 
looks  like  spit  dripping  from  the  Golden 
Rule,  then  I  shall  go  on  my  knees  and  tell 
the  God  which  I  serve  that  you  are  no  more 
worthy  to  be  spared  from  His  wrath;  that 
you  are  neither  hot  nor  cold,  and  He  will 
spew  you  out  of  His  mouth. 

Rev.  Theodore  Allen, 
Director  of  the  New  World  Church 
of  All  Faiths,  Washington,  D.  C. 


San  Jose,  Calif.,  June  14,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Would  like  to  urge  you  not  to  accept  any 
compromise  which  permits  men  to  be  as¬ 
signed  to  State  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  any  segregation. 

Thanks  for  your  stand  in  helping  we  the 
human  race  to  better  understand  our  broth¬ 
ers  and  sisters,  with  kindness  and  courage,  to 
sit  down  as  a  group  and  apply  our  Christian 
precepts  to  all. 

May  the  spirit  of  the  Great  Creator  guide 
the  people  of  America  and  all  other  peoples 
of  different  countries. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Lulu  A.  Mateo. 

Santa  Cruz,  Calif.,  June  14, 1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Sir:  Through  the  Friends’ 
News  Letter  I  learned  of  your  amendment 
to  the  Reserve  bill.  I  urge  you  not  to  accept 
any  compromise  which  would  permit  men  to 
be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard  units 
where  there  is  any  segregation. 

This  compulsory  Reserve  bill  gives  too 
much  power  to  the  military  in  any  case. 

Respectfully, 

Ethel  I.  Shanley. 

New  Haven,  Conn.,  June  16,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  I  want  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  your  sense  of  democracy 
and  your  expression  of  it  in  the  antisegrega¬ 
tion  amendment  to  the  National  Services 
Training  Act.  I  hope  you  will  stand  firm  on 
this  and  that  you  have  equally  as  alert  and 
concerned  colleagues  in  the  Senate  who  will 
take  appropriate  action  if  that  body  attempts 
to  get  through  a  bill  without  protective 
amendments. 

Sincerely  yours, 

(Miss)  Marion  L.  Campbell. 

National  Association  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Colored  People, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  June  15,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  are  deeply  appreciative  of 
your  sponsoring  the  antisegregation  amend¬ 
ments  in  connection  with  the  Military  Re¬ 
serve  bill,  Federal  aid  to  school  construction, 
and  housing  measures.  We  are  contacting 
all  Pennsylvanians  on  these  three  committees 
and  strongly  urging  their  support. 

We  find  it  difficult  to  believe,  in  the  light 
of  the  Supreme  Court  decision,  that  our  duly 
elected  representatives  so  flagrantly  ignore 
the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  that  decision. 

We  agree  with  your  position  that  only  by 
practicing  democracy  here  at  home,  will  we 
be  able  to  influence  the  thinking  of  those 
throughout  the  world,  whose  support  we 
sorely  need. 

Again  we  wish  to  commend  you  for  your 
efforts  and  assure  you  that  we  will  do  every¬ 
thing  possible  to  influence  our  representa¬ 
tives. 

Sincerely, 

(Mrs.)  Marion  B.  Jordon. 

Executive  Secretary. 

National  Association  for  the 
Advancement  of  Colored  People, 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  June  14,  1955. 
Rabbi  Meyer  M.  Abramowitz, 

Tempel  Beth  Israel,  Sharon,  Pa. 

Dear  Sib:  We  are  vitally  concerned  with  the 
Federal  aid  to  school  constructoin  bill  and 
the  antisegregation  amendment,  prepared  by 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  of 
New  York  City.  We  believe  you  will  agree 
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that  any  allocation  of  funds  to  States  eur- 
cently  practicing  segregation  in  schools 
■would  violate  both  the  spirit  and  the  letter 
of  the  Supreme  Court  decisions  of  May  17, 
1954,  and  May  31,  1955. 

We  urge  that  you  write  or  wire  Represent¬ 
ative  Augustine  B.  Kelley,  of  Greensburg, 
chairman  of  the  House  Labor  Subcommittee, 
to  which  has  been  assigned  the  job  of  draft¬ 
ing  the  school-construction  bill;  Represent¬ 
atives  Carroll  Kearns,  of  Farrell,  Pa.,  and 
Samuel  K.  McConnell,  of  Wynnwood,  Pa., 
members  of  the  subcommittee. 

Those  of  us  who  have  suffered  as  a  result 
of  segregation  and  discrimination  can  an¬ 
ticipate  what  will  happen  in  certain  sections 
of  this  country  in  the  allocation  of  moneys 
for  aid-to-school  construction,  unless  safe¬ 
guards  are  provided. 

Russell  Bradley,  of  the  National  Confer¬ 
ence  of  Christians  and  Jews,  has  suggested 
your  name.  We  will  be  most  grateful  for 
your  cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

(Mrs.)  Marion  B.  Jordon, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(Also  sent  to  Rabbi  Joseph  Levine,  114 
Alexander  Ave.,  Greensburg,  Pa.) 

National  Association  for  the 
Advancement  of  Colored  People, 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Augustine  B.  Kelley, 

Chairman,  House  Labor  Subcommittee, 
House  of  Representatives,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  The  Pittsburgh  branch  of  the 
National  Association  for  the  Advancement  of 
Colored  People  is  the  official  spokesman  for 
close  to  4,000  western  Pennsylvanians.  It  is 
an  accurate  and  truthful  reflection  of  the 
prevailing  attitudes  of  these  members  to  say 
that  we  are  vitally  concerned  with  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  Federal  aid  to  school  construc¬ 
tion  bill  with  the  antisegregation  amend¬ 
ment,  proposed  by  Representative  Adam 
Clayton  Powell,  of  New  York  City. 

It  is  extremely  difficult  for  us  to  under¬ 
stand,  in  the  light  of  the  Supreme  Court 
decisions  of  May  17,  1954,  and  May  31,  1955, 
how  any  of  our  duly  elected  representatives 
would  not  vote  for  this  all-important  safe¬ 
guard.  We  believe  that  unless  participation 
in  Federal  funds,  allotted  to  States,  is  based 
on  a  policy  of  nonsegregation,  and  nondis¬ 
crimination,  it  is  a  grave  violation  of  the 
spirit  and  letter  of  the  Supreme  Court 
decision. 

We  urge  you  as  chairman  of  the  House 
Labor  Subcommittee  to  vote  for  this  legis¬ 
lation  with  the  antisegregation  amendment. 

Thank  you  for  cooperating. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Mrs.)  Marion  B.  Jordon, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(Also  sent  to  the  Honorable  Samuel  K. 
McConnell  and  the  Honorable  Carroll 
Kearns.) 

Trinity  Evangelical  and 

Reformed  Church, 

Mount  Vernon,  ind.,  June  15,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  commend 
you  for  your  action  in  seeking  that  any  pro¬ 
posed  national  Reserves  military  program 
be  racially  nonsegregated  and  hope  that  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  actions  of  other  Members 
of  Congress  that  you  continue  your  stand. 

My  deeper  hope  is  that  the  proposed  na¬ 
tional  Reserve  plan  be  definitely  defeated 
on  its  own  grounds  regardless  of  segrega¬ 
tion  policies,  for  I  believe  it  contradictory 
to  our  best  national  welfare  and  the  cause 
of  genuine  peace,  being  more  a  tool  of  the 
Pentagon  to  control  American  youth  and  to 
eventually  so  indoctrinate  the  thinking  of 
our  people  that  we  shall  never  be  able  to  see 
peace  but  always  the  prospects  of  war.  I 


also  hold  it  to  be  In  violation  of  the  princi¬ 
ples  of  our  national  foundations  in  regard 
to  military  compulsions  as  a  free  people  in 
a  free  nation. 

Accept  my  thanks  for  whatever  you  may 
do  to  defeat  such  proposals. 

Sincerely  yours, 

August  E.  Binder. 

APO  164,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  14, 1955. 
Hon.  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  writing  to  show  my  great¬ 
est  appreciation  and  compliments  on  recent 
actions  taken  on  the  compulsory  Reserve 
bill.  I  am  stationed  in  Karlsruhe,  Germany, 
being  a  potential  attorney  at  law  in  the  fu¬ 
ture.  I  would  like  you  to  know  you  are  not 
alone  in  your  segregation  and  equal-rights 
bill.  If  the  NAACP  accomplishes  as  much 
in  future  years  as  was  accomplished  in  the 
past  years  it  will  be  a  milestone  for  the  col¬ 
ored  race.  Many  years  I  have  wondered 
when  someone  would  bring  up  the  fact  that 
Americans  are  dying  on  battlefields,  colored 
and  white,  and  no  one  mentions  the  color 
of  skin.  Good  enough  to  die  together  but 
not  good  enough  to  live  under  equal  condi¬ 
tions.  After  reading  the  outcome  of  the 
Reserve  bill  many  rejoiced  that  the  bill  was 
shelved.  I  rejoice  on  the  fact  that  why  it 
was  shelved,  not  the  verdict  but  the  circum¬ 
stances.  I  close  now. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Albert  Jefferson. 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  June  13,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  want  to  congratulate  you  on 
your  success  in  blocking  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill  and  for  bringing  out  in  the  open 
the  discrimination  in  our  Army.  I  believe 
if  we  proclaim  we  are  building  up  an  Army 
to  defend  democracy  in  the  world  we  should 
start  it  right  at  home  by  granting  it  to  our 
Negro  citizens  in  all  phases  of  life. 

I  hope  you  will  continue  your  firm  stand 
for  this  amendment  despite  strong  forces  in 
the  Government  who  want  to  pass  this  bill 
over  the  opposition  of  countless  Americans. 

Respectfully, 

Mathilda  Seliger. 

Central  Methodist  Church, 
Detroit,  Mich.,  June  14,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Houe  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  write  to  thank  you  on  be¬ 
half  of  this  great  metropolitan  congregation 
for  introducing  the  amendment  which 
really  prevented  passage  of  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

It  was  your  amendment  which  really  pre¬ 
vented  passing  of  this  bill.  We  are  against 
racial  segregation,  of  course,  in  any  form. 

However,  all  this  seems  to  prove  to  us  that 
this  bill  is  not  essential  to  national  defense 
in  the  minds  of  southern  militarists  like 
Mr.  Vinson,  or  they  would  not  have  side¬ 
tracked  it  because  of  this  one  amendment. 

We  really  think  that  the  bill  is  a  mis¬ 
take;  that  it  is  a  concealed  and  hidden  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  to  give  us 
a  mind  conditioning  that  will  make  us  into 
a  militaristic  Nation.  * 

Sincerely  yours, 

«  E.  Shurley  Johnson. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  14,  1955. 
Rev.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Reverend  Powell:  I  have  been  mean¬ 
ing  to  write  you  for  some  time  to  express 
my  appreciation  for  your  stand  on  the  Re¬ 
serve  bill  in  general,  and  on  your  amendment 
in  particular.  If  all  of  us  who  attended 
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our  anti-UMT  meeting  had  done  as  much 
and  remained  as  firm  as  you  have,  we  would 
be  even  better  off  today. 

The  only  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  ex¬ 
press  my  respect  for  your  position  and  the 
hope  that  your  firm  stand  against  segrega¬ 
tion  and  conscription  can  be  maintained. 

Sincerely, 

Robert  Gilmore. 

P.  S.  I  was  very  interested  in  Bandung.  I 
think  you  did  a  most  remarkable  Job. 


Jenkintown,  Pa.,  June  22,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  commend  you  for 
your  opposition  to  the  Reserve  bill  and  I 
hope  you  will  continue  to  oppose  this  new 
version  of  it. 

I  had  thought  that  this  measure  had  been 
shelved  at  least  for  this  session  of  Congress, 
but  now  I  see  they  are  trying  to  push  it 
through  in  another  form. 

In  one  form  or  another  it  is  all  the  same 
thing,  universal  military  training,  and  this 
is  completely  incompatible  with  our  concept 
of  democracy. 

We  urge  you  to  continue  to  fight  this 
legislation.  We  are  thankful  that  there 
are  men  in  Washington  such  as  yourself  who 
are  stanchly  opposing  it. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret  Longshore. 

Cincinnati  20,  Ohio,  June  22,  1955. 
The  Honorable  A.  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Just  to  encourage 
you  in  your  stand  concerning  segregation 
in  the  Reserve  bill.  We  trust  you  will  hold 
on  to  your  original  views. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  H.  F.  Sturm. 

Fontainbleau,  France,  June  20,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  I  would  like  to  congratulate 
you  on  your  stand  on  the  Army  Reserve  bill. 
May  you  continue  on  your  views  and  con¬ 
tinued  to  fight  for  our  people. 

I  hope  that  I  will  be  able  to  Join  you  and 
others  to  get  those  rights  which  are  due  to 
us. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Pvt.  Harry  L.  Parker. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  June  22,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  urge  you  not  to  withdraw  the 
antisegregation  clause  in  the  Army  Reserve 
legislation,  before  Congress  at  the  present 
time.  Stand  firmly  for  your  amendment  as 
you  originally  introduced  it. 

We  read  that  in  many  sections  of  the 
country  the  public  school  authorities  are 
quietly  accepting  the  Supreme  Court  deci¬ 
sion  regarding  integration.  Let’s  do  what 
we  can  to  move  forward  in  all  areas  of  our 
national  life. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Lydia  Siehl. 

Louise  K.  Siehl. 

Clara  T.  Siehl. 

Detroit,  Mich.,  June  21,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  was  very  much  surprised  to 
read  of  the  introduction  into  the  House  of 
a  new  military  Reserve  bill  after  H.  R.  5297 
was  beaten  so  soundly.  I  was  even  more 
astonished  to  read  the  following  in  the  De¬ 
troit  Free  Press  of  June  21 :  “Representative 
Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Democrat,  of  New 
York,  whose  antisegregation  fight  forced  the 
House  to  abandon  an  earlier  measure,  said 
he  probably  would  support  the  bill.  He 
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called  the  measure  ‘a  clean-cut  victory  for 
mo*  ** 

How  by  any  standard,  could  this  be  de¬ 
scribed  as  a  clean-cut  victory  for  you?  There 
is  no  indication  whatever  that  the  proposed 
new  bill  will  not  become  the  tool  of  Jim 
Crow  segregationists.  How  in  the  name  of 
justice  can  you  desert  the  people  whose  rights 
you  defended  so  well  in  the  fight  against 
H.  R.  5297?  It  is  my  belief  that  unless  you 
make  an  honest,  wholehearted  attempt  to 
place  an  antisegregation  clause  in  the  new 
bill,  that  the  people  of  this  country  will  say 
that  Adam  Clayton  Powell  was  not  sincere 
in  his  fight  against  H.  R.  5297;  that  his 
amendment  was  for  selfish  reasons. 

Millions  of  people  in  this  country  are  de¬ 
pending  on  you  and  fine  citizens  like  you 
to  end  segregation  and  other  abridgements 
of  freedom  that  we  are  fighting  against. 
Please  don’t  let  them  down. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Carrol  K.  Ramsey. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  21,  1955. 
Dear  Representative  Powell,  Jr.;  I  re¬ 
ceived  your  postcard  yesterday  afternoon. 
Consequently  I  have  written  to  Senators 
Russell  and  Johnson,  and  Congressmen  Mc¬ 
Cormack  and  Rayburn.  This  is  to  let  you 
know  that  I  am  behind  you  in  your  fight 
for  desegregation  in  Reserve  units.  May  God 
give  you  a  zeal  equal  to  that  of  the  Apostles. 
Sincerely, 

A.  J.  Thomas,  Jr. 

North  Mankato,  Minn.,  June  20,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  for  introducing 
the  amendment  about  racial  segregation  to 
H.  R.  5297.  The  fact  that  this  probably  pre¬ 
vented  the  bill  from  passing  shows  that  the 
southerners  don’t  think  it  important  enough 
to  our  safety  to  give  up  their  discrimination. 

If  this  bill  is  revived  I  hope  you  will  op¬ 
pose  it. 

Yours  truly, 

Mrs.  Clarence  R.  Perisho. 

Mt.  Olivet  Tabernacle  Baptist  Church, 

Philadelphia,  Pa.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

New  York,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Adam:  I  regret  that  I  did  not  hear 
your  speech  on  Tuesday  evening  as  I  had  to 
be  in  Memphis  attending  a  special  meeting 
of  the  Board  of  the  National  Baptist  Con¬ 
vention. 

All  that  I  hear  is  that  your  speech  caused 
a  lot  of  serious  thinking  by  high-placed 
persons  in  our  community  and  was  all  to 
the  good. 

May  I  commend  you  for  your  stand  on  the 
segregation  issue  in  the  military  training  bill 
now  before  Congress.  I  am  praying  that 
God  may  give  you  strength  to  stand  firm 
and  unyielding.  America  and  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  administration  must  make  a  deci¬ 
sion  as  to  whether  it  loves  its  race  preju¬ 
dice  more  than  it  does  righteousness,  jus¬ 
tice  and  fair  play.  Your  amendment  gives 
them  an  opportunity  to  make  that  choice. 

Keep  up  the  good  work.  Regards  to  fam¬ 
ily  and  friends. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Marshall  L.  Shepard. 

Lafayette,  Ind.,  June  22,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

This  is  to  commend  you  for  your  decision 
to  oppose  the  compromise  compulsory  Re¬ 
serve  bill.  Compulsory  Reserve  legislation 
must  not  really  be  necessary  if  men  like 
Vinson  would  prefer  no  legislation  to  that 
outlawing  segregation.  It  would  be  tragic 
to  force  men  into  such  long-term  service  in 
light  of  recent  reduction  in  world  tensions. 


Millions  of  us  hope  you  defeat  compromise 
bill. 

John  Schuder. 

Congressman  A.  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington  D.  C.: 

“This  brings  congratulations 
And  a  world  of  wishes,  too. 

That  future  years  will  always  bring 
The  best  of  luck  to  you.” 

Sincerely, 

Gertrude  Rollins  Jackson, 

I,  Gertrude,  speak  to  you  with  the  voice  of 
Christ.  Please  read  with  understanding 
and  give  to  the  world. 

Proverbs  3:  1-35. 

Proverbs  4:  1-27. 

Ecclesiastes  3 :  1-22. 

Ecclesiastes  4:  1-16. 

St.  Matthew  23:  1-33. 

St.  Matthew  24:  1-51. 

St.  Matthew  25:  1-46. 

May  God  bless  you  and  your  beloved  fam¬ 
ily  and  heaven  smile  upon  you.  I  hope  to 
meet  you  someday  face  to  face. 

G.  R.  J. 

Seymour,  Wis.,  June  17,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  want  to  thank 
you  for  introducing  an  amendment  forbid¬ 
ding  racial  segregation  to  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  We  thoroughly  ap¬ 
prove  your  action.  We  urge  you  not  to  accept 
any  compromise  which  would  permit  men  to 
be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard  units 
where  there  is  any  segregation. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Mrs.  Leonard  Montie, 
Leonard  Montie. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  June  18, 1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr„ 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  This  letter  is  to  express  my  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  amendment  regarding  racial 
segregation  which  you  added  to  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill.  The  amendment  is  good 
as  it  serves  to  reenforce  the  recent  trend  to 
abolish  segregation  of  the  races. 

The  amendment  is  important  from  an¬ 
other  standpoint  too.  Certain  leaders  of  the 
Congress  who  appear  well  informed  in  mili¬ 
tary  matters  voted  to  shelve  this  bill  after 
the  amendment  had  been  added.  This  is  evi¬ 
dence  to  me  that  a  compulsory  Reserve  bill  is 
not  necessary  to  this  Nation’s  defense. 

I  oppose  the  extensive  compulsory  Reserve 
program  for  three  reasons: 

1.  Forced  participation  in  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  local  community  would* tend  to 
accentuate  the  importance  of  militarism. 
The  proposed  plan  resembles  in  too  close  a 
degree  the  youth  programs  in  nations  where 
militarism  and  oppression  exist  rather  than 
democracy. 

2.  Such  a  large  reserve  would  do  little  to 
defend  the  Nation  in  an  atomic  war.  Actually 
the  effort  that  building  such  a  reserve  would 
require  should  be  spent  in  preventing  a  war 
and  in  the  relocation  of  industry  and  peoples 
so  the  Nation’s  vulnerability  would  be  re¬ 
duced.  Participation  of  every  youth  in  an 
infantry  style  of  reserve  training  would  be 
a  waste  of  time. 

3.  A  program  of  compulsion  will  destroy 
the  enthusiasm  which  presently  exists  in 
some  units  of  the  military  Reserve,  just  as 
compulsion  has  already  had  its  effect  on  the 
Armed  Forces.  It  is  high  time  that  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  was  returned  to  a  vol¬ 
untary  basis.  If  the  Army  can’t  be  an  army 
of  volunteers  in  peacetime,  something  is 
wrong. 

I  urge  you  not  to  withdraw  the  amendment 
which  you  introduced  regarding  racial  segre¬ 


gation  in  Reserve  units.  I  am  glad  that  the 
particular  bill  in  question  was  shelved. 

Sincerely, 

Richard  L.  Swarm. 

Paradise,  Calif.,  June  16,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  May  I  add  my  congratu¬ 
lations  to  many  others,  I  am  sure,  for  your 
good  service  to  the  American  people  by  get¬ 
ting  your  amendment  to  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  2597,  passed.  It  is  first 
of  all  quite  in  keeping  with  the  desegre¬ 
gation  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  and  it 
showed  how  unimportant  the  bill  itself  is 
when  it  was  defeated  because  of  your  amend¬ 
ment. 

Now  may  I  urge  you  to  stand  fast  and  not 
accept  any  compromise  which  would  permit 
men  to  be  assigned  to  National  Guard  units 
where  there  is  segregation.  Both  the  anti- 
segregation  and  the  un-American  bill  itself 
are  very  important.  The  bill  itself  must  be 
defeated. 

I  am  also  writing  my  Representative,  Clair 
Engle,  to  support  you  in  this. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Stanhope  R.  Pier. 

Royal  Oak,  Mich,  June  15,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  hope  you 
will  remain  adamant  and  not  accept  any 
compromise  which  would  permit  men  to  be 
assigned  to  State  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  any  segregation. 

Sincerely, 

Walter  Allmendinger. 

Wellesley,  Mass.,  June  16,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  writing,  in  behalf  of  my 
wife  and  myself,  to  express  to  you  our  very 
hearty  congratulation  for  the  part  you  played 
in  the  recent  House  debate  on  the  Compul¬ 
sory  Reserve  bill.  You  introduced  the 
amendment  to  the  bill,  a  very  important 
one,  since  it  would  end  segregation  on  race 
grounds  in  the  National  Guard  in  more  than 
half  of  the  States,  which  now  have  it,  and 
in  the  outcome,  this  was  the  amendment 
which  prevented  the  passage  of  that  bill  at 
this  time.  What  a  mixture.  Anyhow,  I 
should  say  the  procedure  proved  that  the 
bill  is  not  essential  to  national  defense  in 
the  minds  of  many  Members  of  the  House. 

We  do  not  know,  Sir,  your  views  on  the 
DMT — compulsory — voluntary— reserve  pro¬ 
posals  in  general.  We  are  against  them,  any 
that  we  have  seen.  This  is  no  time  in  the 
world  to  build  up  our  armament,  compul¬ 
sorily.  Besides,  what  effectiveness  would 
these  thousands  of  reservists  have,  in  a 
modern  atomic  war?  From  which  God  save 
us. 

We  are  also  whole-heartedly  against  race 
segregation — in  the  National  Guard  and 
everywhere  else. 

The  compulsory  reserve  propositions  will 
surely  come  up  again.  And  I  suppose  there 
will  be  pressure  to  drop  your  amendment, 
or  else  to  amend  it  in  such  fashion  that  it 
will  be  palatable  to  Southern  Congressmen. 
Please,  Sir,  do  not  give  in.  Hold  on  to  this 
vital  point. 

With  sincere  good  wishes. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Robert  E.  Chandler. 


Oak  Hill,  W.  Va„  June  21,  1955. 
Mr.  A.  Clayton  Powell, 

Member  of  Congress, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Accept  my  con¬ 
gratulation  on  the  noble  fight  you  are  mak¬ 
ing  for  rights  for  all  American  citizens.  You 
are  a  chip  off  the  old  block. 
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Your  father  and  I  were  school  mates  In 
Wayland  Seminary.  He  always  fought  for 
what  he  believed  right. 

Again  congratulating  you. 

Yours  most  hopefully, 

J.  M.  Ellis, 
Attorney  at  Law. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Sra:  Despite  President  Eisenhower’s 
objections  to  riders  on  appropriations,  this 
practice  has  a  long  tradition  in  American  his¬ 
tory  as  one  means— and  an  effective  one  in 
securing  changes  desired  by  the  people. 

We  must  not  abandon  this  principle  now — 
especially  when  so  much  of  Federal  funds 
are  going  into  the  southern  States  for  voca¬ 
tional  education,  for  health  services,  and  for 
school-lunch  programs. 

Will  you  kindly  let  me  know  how  much 
was  allocated  in  1954  to  the  southern  States 
for  (a)  school-lunch  programs;  (b)  health 
services  in  schools  (public);  (c)  vocational 
education  in  secondary  schools;  (d)  emer¬ 
gency  school  construction;  (e)  distribution 
of  surplus  food  for  school  lunches;  (f)  distri¬ 
bution  of  surplus  food  for  direct  giving  to 
students — mainly  apples  and  fruits? 

Very  truly  yours, 

Mrs.  Layle  Lane. 

Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  June  11,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell;  Please  do  not  accept 
any  compromise  which  would  permit  men 
to  be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard  units 
where  there  is  any  segregation. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Josephine  N.  Loveland. 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  13,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  You  are  dead 
right  that  no  Reserve  bill  should  be  passed 
which  does  not  contain  an  antisegregation 
provision. 

But  it  is  even  more  important  that  no  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill  be  passed.  To  any  lover 
of  freedom  this  bill  is  just  as  objectionable 
whether  or  not  it  contains  such  a  provision. 
Being  enslaved  on  an  unSegregated  basis 
does  not  make  being  enslaved  any  more  pal¬ 
atable. 

I  hope  that  you  will  continue  your  fight  to 
include  in  any  bill  presented  an  antisegrega¬ 
tion  provision.  But  having  won  that  fight, 
I  hope  that  you  will  go  on  to  oppose  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  any  such  bill  with  all  your  might.  Do 
not  let  anyone  tell  you  that  simply  because 
your  amendment  is  adopted  you  must  vote 
for  the  bill  itself.  That  is  false  logic,  indeed. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  B.  Finch. 

Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  11,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell;  It  was  thrilling  to  hear 
of  your  fine  speech  against  H.  R.  5297  or 
the  UMT  bill.  Please  advise  us  if  there  is 
anything  that  we  can  do  here  at  the  grass¬ 
roots  of  our  Government.  For  years  I  have 
worked  against  such  enslavement  of  our 
youth.  I  have  seen  firsthand  what  the  UMT 
did  to  France,  for  instance.  I  have  met 
scores  of  mothers  who  have  come  to  live 
just  to  escape  the  UMT  for  this  is  what  it 
is  no  matter  by  what  other  name  it  is  called. 

The  H-bomb  has  made  this  the  day  of 
complete  disarmament.  The  Pentagon  real¬ 
izes  that  MacArthur  was  right  when  he  de¬ 
clared  that  war  was  a  thing  of  the  past — 
the  Pentagon,  a  terrible  name,  is  fighting 
now  for  its  life. 

All  honor  to  you,  Mr.  Powell,  in  what  you 
are  doing. 

Hopefully  yours, 

Leila  A.  Petch. 


El  Monte,  Calif.,  June  9,  1955. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell;  My  wife  and  I  wish 
to  express  our  appreciation  to  you  for  your 
amendment  to  H.  R.  5297,  Frankly,  we  ap¬ 
preciate  the  fact  that  it  caused  the  shelving 
of  the  bill  as  well  as  the  fact  that  it  insists 
on  a  nonsegregated  National  Guard. 

Apparently  this  compulsory  reserve  plan 
is  not  essential  to  national  defense  if  mili¬ 
tarists  like  Representative  Vinson  are  will¬ 
ing  to  sidetrack  it  because  of  this  one 
amendment. 

Keep  up  the  good  work. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Thomas  K.  Farley. 

Bloomington,  Ind.,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives , 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Having  just  read  a  summary  of 
the  House’s  consideration  of  the  compulsory 
reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  I  would  like  to  ex¬ 
press  my  appreciation  of  your  determined 
sponsorship  of  the  amendment  which  would 
prevent  the  use  of  segregated  National 
Guard  units  in  connection  with  the  reserve 
plan.  Not  another  dollar  of  Federal  money 
should  go  to  any  kind  of  segregated  enter¬ 
prise,  and  it  is  good  to  know  that  you  will 
keep  up  the  fight  to  this  end. 

If  the  Reserve  bill  should  again  come 
under  active  consideration  and  you  are  in 
a  position  to  suggest  means  whereby  the 
citizen  can  support  your  efforts  at  that  time, 
I  hope  I  may  be  on  your  mailing  list  to 
receive  any  material  you  may  send  out. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ralph  F.  Fuchs. 

New  Windsor,  Md.,  June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Great  grati¬ 
tude  to  you  for  helping  to  send  that  UMT 
bill  back  to  committee.  When  it  reappears 
accept  no  compromise.  America  must  not 
burden  her  people  with  the  thing  that  has 
put  Germany  where  she  Is  now. 

There  is  no  consistency  in  appointing 
Harold  Stassen  for  disarmament  and  push¬ 
ing  for  this  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

War  is  the  enemy  and  we  have  got  to  face 
the  fact  and  quit  playing  at  this  game  of 
extinction. 

Russia  and  China  have  five  times  the  men 
we  have.  What  would  our  handful  of  men 
be  besides  theirs?  It’s  stupid. 

And  masses  of  men  are  no  longer  usable 
or  transportable.  You  Congressmen  must 
live  in  1955.  Military  men  are  always  ages 
behind  in  their  thinking.  Remember 
France’s  Maginot  Line. 

Thanking  you. 

Dr.  and  Mrs.  Edward  C.  Bixler. 


Rome,  N.  Y.,  June  8,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Your  American  amend¬ 
ment  to  H.  R.  5297 — and  its  defeat  proved 
that  the  compulsory  Reserve  service  in  the 
military  is  not  essential  to  the  welfare  of  our 
country. 

As  a  Quaker,  however,  it  does  not  please  me 
to  have  had  this  bill  defeated  for  the  wrong 
reason — but  it  does  help  defeat  the  extreme 
militarists  from  taking  over  all  our  young 
men  to  indoctrinate  them  in  the  art  of 
killing. 

Sincerely, 

Lillian  Burton. 

Middletown,  Ohio,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell  ;  I  believe  the  amendment 
you  introduced  to  H.  R.  5297  shows  that 
the  bill  is  not  essential  to  national  defense 


in  the  minds  of  militarists  like  Mr.  Vinson. 
I  believe  that  we  should  have  integration 
in  all  branches  of  the  Armed  Forces.  I  also 
believe  that  we  do  not  need  a  compulsory 
Reserve  system,  but  that  we  should  put  more 
effort  into  work  for  peace. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Pauline  M.  Stalker. 


Jacksonville,  III.,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  Illinois  conference  of  the  Methodist 
Church,  representing  700  churches  and  now 
meeting  in  Jacksonville,  HI.,  states  its  con¬ 
tinued  opposition  to  any  and  all  forma  of 
Universal  Military  Training.  We  believe  that 
H.  R.  5297  ought  to  be  permanently  shelved. 

J.  Dewey  Muir, 

Secretary,  Illinois  Annual  Conference. 

Colorado  Springs,  Colo.,  June  10,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C.t 

We  congratulate  you  on  your  stand  on 
antisegregation  amendments  and  have  sent 
telegrams  to  Colorado  Congressmen  and 
Senators  urging  their  support. 

Mrs.  Mayola  B.  Marsh, 

President,  Colorado  N.  A.  A.  C.  P.  Branch. 


Roxbury,  Mass.,  June  6,  1955. 
Rev.  A.  C.  Powell. 

My  Dear  Congressman:  I  was  so  disgusted 
when  I  read  this  article  that  I  wanted  you 
to  see  it.  Of  course,  this  probably  won’t  mean 
anything  to  you  as  you  are  used  to  adverse 
reactions,  but  I  think  that  the  editor  has  his 
nerve.  Why  not  object  to  our  boys  being 
thrown  off  trains  and  having  their  eyes 
beaten  out  when  they  are  wearing  a  United 
States  uniform.  I  should  like  to  answer  him 
but  good.  May  God  give  you  strength  to 
continue  putting  them  where  they  belong 
and  always  where  it  hurts  them  most.  Look 
at  the  cartoom  He  is  certainly  trying  to 
make  people  ftigry  by  your,  as  he  wants 
someone  to  think,  audacious  act  of  not  want¬ 
ing  our  boys  sent  to  the  southern  slaughter. 

Yours  for  your  continued  blastings. 

(Mrs.)  Lillian  D.  Williams. 

P.  S. — The  Defense  Department  knows  that 
segregation  is  unconstitutional,  but  why  let 
it  continue? 

Security  at  Stake 

At  a  time  when  the  Nation  acutely  needs 
a  strong  military  reserve,  the  necessary  legis¬ 
lation  has  hit  a  Congressional  sidetrack. 

It  has  been  shunted  there  by  a  sharp  dis¬ 
agreement  on  a  topic  of  racial  discrimination. 
Thus  national  security  is  being  penalized 
because  of  a  needless  squabble  over  isolated 
cases  of  segregation. 

Congress  will  be  muffing  its  responsibilities 
unless  it  acts  swiftly  to  correct  this  situation. 

The  national  Reserve  plan,  as  it  came  up 
for  debate  in  the  House,  was  the  product  of 
many  months  of  thoughtful  work  on  the  part 
of  men  who  understand  our  Reserve  problem. 

It  contained  a  provision  stating  that  if  the 
National  Guard  could  not  fill  its  quota 
through  voluntary  enlistment,  the  Army  and 
the  Air  Force  would  transfer  reservists  with 
obligated  service  to  various  Guard  units, 
with  consent  of  the  State  governor  concerned. 

Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell 
didn’t  like  that  provision.  He  proposed  an 
amendment  to  bar  such  transfers  in  States 
where  segregation  is  practiced.  The  amend¬ 
ment  passed  the  House,  but  it  kindled 
enough  disagreement  to  bring  about  the 
withdrawal  of  the  whole  NRP  bill  from  the 
House  floor. 

Powell’s  action  is  understandable,  but  we 
do  not  believe  it  was  necessary.  The  De- 
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tense  Department  Is  sharply  aware  of  the 
segregation  problem  in  the  Deep  South.  It 
would  have  handled  assignments  with  that 
problem  in  mind,  while  at  the  same  time 
furthering  the  overall  national  program  of 
eliminating  segregation  in  the  military. 

Now  we’re  stuck  with  a  stalled  piece  of 
legislation.  Without  the  NRP,  an  emergency 
recall  would  find  the  burden  of  defense  still 
sitting  on  the  shoulders  Of  the  veterans  of 
World  War  II  and  Korea.  Without  the  NRP 
we’ll  continue  to  pay  the  cost  of  a  big  active- 
duty  military  force.  And  we’ll  still  have  the 
draft. 

This  is  a  knot  that  Congress  should  un¬ 
tangle  without  delay.  National  security  de¬ 
mands  the  passage  of  a  good  Reserve  bill. 


Laundry  Workers  Joint  Board  op 
Greater  New  York,  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America, 
New  York,  N.  Y .,  June  10,  1955. 


Congressman  Adam  C.  Powell, 

New  York,  N.  Y. 


Dear  Adam  :  I  was  reading  in  this  morning’s 
New  York  Times  about  your  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  position  that  was  taken  by  the 
President  on  the  Reserve  bill  program. 

Allow  me  to  congratulate  you  again  on 
your  forthright  stand. 

Yours  truly, 


Odell  Clark. 


Headquarters  40th  AAA  Bn. 

(Gun  90  MM)  , 

Office  of  the  Chaplain, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  7,  1955. 
Dr.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Pastor,  Abyssinian  Baptist  Church, 

New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Dr.  Powell:  The  available  overseas 
newspapers  carry  excerpts  of  congressional 
actions.  Consequently,  I  have  followed  with 
deep  interest  your  gallant  stand  in  regards 
to  the  recent  proposed  Reserve  program. 

I  am  a  chaplain  in  the  United  States  Army, 
representing  the  National  Baptist  Conven¬ 
tion,  U.  S.  A.,  Inc.  To  my  fellow  Baptist 
minister  of  the  gospel  of  Cft'ist,  I  send  this 
letter  to  encourage  you  to  stand  for  truth 
and  the  actual  practice  of  the  high  ideals 
found  in  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  our 
United  States  Constitution. 

I  feel  it  is  my  Christian  duty  to  further 
state  that  your  actions  seem  to  be  for  un¬ 
adulterated  truth  and  for  the  actual  prac¬ 
tice  of  democracy  in  a  democratic  country. 
The  Stars  and  Stripes,  an  overseas  newspa¬ 
per,  in  its  May  31,  1955,  issue,  page  11,  carried 
the  article,  Has  Racial  Integration  Worked 
in  the  Army?  The  survey  indicated  success 
of  program  for  uniting  Americans  in  all 
aspects  of  military  life.  If  the  program  had 
never  been  initiated,  such  authentic  infor¬ 
mation  could  never  have  been  ascertained. 

I  pray  God’s  blessings  upon  you  in  all  your 
endeavors.  In  His  name,  I  am. 

Yours  in  Christ, 

Theodore  R.  DeAdwyler, 

Chaplain  (1st  Lt.),  USA. 


Lakin  State  Hospital, 

Lakin,  W.  Va„  May  30,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

The  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  have  read 
with  interest,  reports  of  your  most  recent 
effective  debates  with  Congressman  Vinson 
on  a  cause  in  which  we  are  all  vitally  inter¬ 
ested. 

You  are  to  be  congratulated  upon  the 
forthrightness,  fearlessness,  and  logical  ap¬ 
proach  which  are  so  characteristic  of  you. 

There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  but  that  this 
successful  effort  will  prove  invaluable  to  the 
whole  cause  of  integration. 

Sincerely  yours, 

S.  O.  Johnson,  M.  D., 

Superintendent. 


Fresno,  Calif.,  May  31,  1955. 
Hon.  A.  C.  Powell 

Dear  Sir  :  Enclosed  article  by  Drew  Pearson, 
which  you  no  doubt  have  seen  and  want  to 
congratulate  you  on  your  fearless  stand  on 
issues  which  are  Just. 

You  might  of  added  the  time  during  World 
War  II  when  colored  boys  were  moving  Nazi 
prisoners  in  the  South  that  they  had  to  eat 
in  kitchens  while  the  Nazis  ate  in  dining 
rooms. 

Best  wishes  for  your  continued  success. 

Very  sincerely, 

Sam  Davidson. 

Please  do  not  bother  to  answer  as  no  doubt 
you  are  very  busy. 

Pearson  has  had  several  other  complimen¬ 
tary  articles  about  you  lately. 

Binghamton,  N.  Y .,  June  4,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Honorable  Congressman:  Just  a  line  to 
congratulate  you  on  your  amendment  to  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill  H.  R.  5297.  Whether 
segregation  should  be  ended  completely  or 
not  is  neither  here  nor  there.  You  have 
proven  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  keep  our 
youth  in  the  armed  services  for  long  periods 
of  time  had  it  been  necessary.  The  27  State 
Representatives  would  have  voted  for  your 
bill  in  spite  of  your  amendment  had  this 
long  service  for  youth  been  necessary.  Tax 
at  its  source  spends  most  of  our  dollar  in 
taxes  before  it  is  ever  stamped  on  the  print¬ 
ing  press.  Five  billion  dollars  1932X17  —  $85 
billion  dollars,  year  1950.  5  X 17  =  $85  billion. 
The  country  was  bonded  for  the  war  debt. 
The  bureaucracies  had  not  yet  collected  their 
salaries  in  1950.  A  carpenter  received  7y2 
cents  per  hour  on  the  railroad  in  year  1900 
to  year  1910.  7%  cents  X  34  =  $2.45,  the 

scale  is  $2.71  per  hour,  a  greater  multiple 
than  34.  Yet  34  times  3  cents  equals  $1.02. 
Two-thirds  of  the  banks  assets  are  in  Gov¬ 
ernment  bonds.  We  owe  it  to  ourselves.  Six 
dollars  per  thousand  lumber,  1900;  $6X34  = 
$204,  we  now  pay  $225  for  No.  2  white  pine 
per  thousand  feet;  34  X  $300  for  the  best  home 
in  town  in  year  1900  equals  $10,200  now.  We 
can’t  get  the  best  for  $10,200. 

Respectfully, 

George  H.  Doane. 

p.  s. — The  difference  between  $5  billion  in 
year  1932  cost  of  government  and  1950,  $85 
billion.  The  debt  along  with  the  interest 
saved  by  putting  the  cost  of  government  back 
to  year  1932  would  pay  off  the  entire  Federal 
debt  in  4  years,  leaving  a  balance  on  hand 
of  $25  billion. 

Hollis,  Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  May  31,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  After  having  read  an  excerpt  of 
your  debate  with  Representative  Carl  Vin¬ 
son,  of  Georgia,  I  would  certainly  appreciate 
your  sending  me  a  copy  or  copies  of  your 
highly  successful  and  informative  debate 
with  the  astute  and  capable  but  narrow¬ 
minded  Representative  Vinson. 

We  Negroes  need  more  men  of  your  caliber 
in  office.  May  God  bless  you  and  keep  you 
in  office  for  many  years  to  come. 

Sir,  if  you  have  a  mailing  list  for  questions 
and  proposals  concerning  the  Negro,  I  appre¬ 
ciate  being  included. 

Sincerely  yours, 

George  L.  Collins.  • 


Lansdale,  Pa.,  June  4,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  It  was  grati¬ 
fying  to  see  your  opposition  to  the  compul¬ 
sory  Reserve  bill  by  the  introduction  of  your 
amendment.  We  hope  you  will  continue 


your  opposition  even  though  the  papers  in¬ 
dicate  the  President  may  put  on  pressure  to 
have  it  passed. 

Sincerely  yours, 

William  P.  Nyce. 


St.  Petersburg,  Fla.,  May  24,  1955. 
Hon.  A.  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell  :  I  want  you  to  know  that 
we  are  very  grateful  to  you  for  representing 
us  at  the  Asian  conference.  Wasn’t  that  a 
heart-warming  conference?  If  only  our 
diplomats  do  not  spoil  it! 

Cannot  tell  you  how  happy  we  are  that  the 
Reserve  bill  was  not  passed  and  sincerely 
thank  you  for  your  stand  on  human  rights 
and  its  results  in  blocking  the  bill  which 
would  have  given  the  Pentagon  a  Hitlerite 
mortgage  on  the  lives  and  minds  of  all  our 
young  men. 

Is  there  anything  we  can  do  to  keep  Sena¬ 
tor  Knowland  from  ruining  any  chance  we 
have  for  a  peace  conference?  We  cannot  un¬ 
derstand  his  placing  the  China  lobby  of  that 
power-mad  Chiang  over  the  chance  for  peace 
that  may  save  this  crazed  world. 

Nina  Wheeler, 

Legislative  Chairman,  St.  Petersburg 
W.  J.  L.  P.  F. 

Carlsbad,  Calif.,  May  20,  1955. 
Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Friend:  This  is  sent  in  spirit  of  sin¬ 
cere  gratitude  and  congratulation  for  your 
courageous  stand  on  the  imperative  value  of 
integrated  National  Guard  units.  Being  a 
Quaker,  I  and  many  others  have  been  op¬ 
posing  the  UMT  bill,  because  of  our  peace 
testimony.  To  have  leaders  with  your  view¬ 
point  work  along  with  us  is  most  heartening. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Gretchen  Tuthill. 


Pilot  Mountain,  N.  C..  May  25,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  of  Representatives  Office 
Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  wish  to  express  my 
appreciation  for  your  action  against  the 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

My  personal  feeling  is  one  of  opposition  to 
the  whole  bill  in  any  form  but  at  the  same 
time  I  heartily  approve  of  your  amendment. 
Sincerely  yours. 

Pansy  D.  Shore. 

Mrs.  Marvin  H.  Shore. 

Peoria,  III.,  May  20,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  was  reading  about 
your  for  men  to  be  barred  from  segregated 
reservist  and  I  think  that  you  should  stick 
to  that  idea.  For  if  a  man  has  to  die  for  a 
country  there’s  no  reason  why  he  has  to  be 
segregated  by  it.  You  see  I  am  a  Korean 
veteran.  I  was  wounded  in  Korea  during 
the  time  I  was  fighting  in  Korea.  I  was 
under  the  impression  that  I  was  fighting 
for  the  rights  and  ideals  of  all  men.  I  was 
not  fighting  for  segregation  and  discrimina¬ 
tion.  If  you  stick  to  your  deciison  the  dark 
people  from  all  over  the  world  will  laud 
your  name  some  day  as  the  first  man  to 
ever  strike  a  blow  for  freedom  and  liberation 
of  the  colored  people  of  the  world.  I  am  a 
Negro  and  we  need  men  like  you  to  speak 
up  for  our  rights  and  fight  segregation  in 
every  way  possible.  This  country  is  always 
talking  of  the  Russian  treatment  to  people 
of  other  countries,  why  don’t  they  look  at 
their  own  treatment  to  the  Negro  first  and 
then  make  careful  comparisons.  Also  re¬ 
mind  them  of  what  is  happening  to  the 
colored  people  of  South  Africa.  Nothing  is 
being  said  about  that.  Let’s  face  fact;  the 
time  is  growing  short;  some  changes  have 
to  be  made  and  made  soon.  Tell  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  Congress  to  read  Daniel  and  the 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


Revelations  In  the  Bible,  then  they’ll  get 
a  better  understanding  of  what  must  be  done 
in  order  to  obtain  peace  in  the  world.  Read 
the  part  especially  about  the  lamb,  dragon, 
and  goat.  The  beasts  signify  nations  in  mor¬ 
tal  conflict. 

Yours  truly, 

Dallas  L.  Williams. 


Belmont,  Mass.,  May  24,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  This  is  to  assure  you  that  I  feel 
you  have  written  an  important  amendment 
to  the  House  bill  on  Reserve  military  train¬ 
ing.  The  men  who  volunteer  to  serve  their 
country  deserve  equal  treatment  side  by  side 
with  other  reservists.  If  it  “kills”  the  bill 
that  will  be  a  wonderful  thing — as  it  is  just 
an  opening  wedge  for  UMT  which  is  cer¬ 
tainly  most  un-American. 

Sincerely, 

(Mrs.  C.  C.)  Gertrude  F.  Smith. 


McEwen,  Tenn.,  May  31,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr. 

Dear  Congressman:  Words  cannot  express 
our  sincere  thanks  to  you  and  all  the  other 
Representatives  in  Congress,  who  led  the 
opposition  to  bill  H.  R.  5297 — UMT — compul¬ 
sory  national  reserve  plan. 

We  are  indeed  grateful  that  you  all  could 
see  the  danger  that  lies  ahead  for  our  country 
should  such  a  law  be  adopted. 

We  certainly  appreciate  your  patriotic 
action  in  opposing  this  un-American  legisla¬ 
tion.  Please  continue  to  do  all  you  can 
against  UMT — compulsory  national  Reserve 
plan.  In  doing  so  you  will  be  helping  to  pre¬ 
serve  our  freedom,  our  most  precious  herit¬ 
age. 

Thanking  you  again  for  your  good  work. 

We  are,  sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Marvin  Edwards. 


Keep  America  Free  From  Military  Regimen¬ 
tation — A  Warning  to  America 
(By  E.  Paul  Weaver,  chairman,  Commission 

on  National  Legislation,  Indiana  Council  of 

Churches) 

the  present  situation,  military 
regimentation 

For  a  century  and  a  half  America  got  along 
nicely  without  military  regimentation.  With 
the  passage  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  and  its  continuance  as  a  form  of  com¬ 
pulsory  universal  military  service  and  train¬ 
ing,  a  generation  is  growing  up  that  cannot 
remember  when  America  was  free  from  mili¬ 
tary  regimentation.  Now  is  the  time  for 
all  who  believe  in  freedom  to  speak  out 
against  this  growing  cancer  of  military  regi¬ 
mentation. 

Military  regimentation  will  not  prevent 
war:  The  history  of  Europe  and  Japan  testi¬ 
fies  to  the  fact  that  huge  conscript  armies 
do  not  prevent  war. 

Military  regimentation  will  not  give  secu¬ 
rity:  France,  with  many  years  of  military 
regimentation  proved  that  peacetime  con¬ 
scription  does  not  make  a  nation  strong. 
In  modern  war  other  factors  are  more  im¬ 
portant  than  mass  pools  of  manpower — 
stockpiled  bodies.  In  this  day,  training  boys 
to  win  past  wars  can  be  fatal  to  national 
security. 

Military  regimentation  does  not  prevent 
casualties:  Most  of  the  pressure  for  military 
regimentation  comes  from  those  whose  ideas 
were  fixed  prior  to  the  atomic  age.  Prepa¬ 
ration  for  defense  against  hydrogen  bombs 
is  to  be  far,  far  away.  With  weapons  of 
extermination,  most  old  concepts  are  anti¬ 
quated. 

Military  regimentation  hinders  the  Air 
Force:  Study  carefully  the  article  by  Brig. 
Gen.  Bonner  Fellers  in  the  magazine  Air 
Force  for  February  1953,  or  in  the  January 
11,  1954  Congressional  Record.  This  pro¬ 
posed  regimentation  cannot  help  the  Air 
Force.  They  need  men  with  many  years  of 


highly  technical  training.  Investing  billions 
in  regimented  masses  of  manpower  actually 
cripples  the  Air  Force. 

Military  regimentation  does  not  help  the 
Navy:  The  Navy  needs  men  for  several  years 
before  they  become  most  useful.  A  2-year 
program  of  military  regimentation  will  not 
develop  a  strong  peacetime  Navy.  Like  the 
Aii  Force,  the  Navy  wants  career  men  who 
will  take  the  time  to  develop  the  technical 
skills  required  by  modern  weapons. 

The  danger  to  labor:  Organized  labor 
knows  what  happens  to  labor  unions  in 
states  enslaved  by  military  regimentation. 
When  military  regimentation  reaches  its  ulti¬ 
mate,  conscription  of  labor  follows. 

The  danger  to  free  enterprise:  If  we  per¬ 
mit  regimentation  of  life,  we  cannot  hold 
back  when  the  military  demands  regimenta¬ 
tion  of  labor  and  regimentation  of  capital. 
Those  who  plan  military  Regimentation  of 
young  men  have  not  forgotten  regimentation 
of  industry  and  capital.  In  the  name  of 
defending  ourselves  from  Communist  regi¬ 
mentation  it  would  be  the  rankest  folly  to 
set  up  the  same  system  here. 

The  danger  to  personal  morals:  Careful 
observers  know  what  happens  to  morals  un¬ 
der  military  regimentation.  High-school 
boys  say  “What’s  the  use.  The  Army  will 
get  you  anyway.”  Moral  fiber  snaps.  Note 
the  alarming  rate  of  delinquency  among 
high-school-age  boys  and  girls — the  drunk- 
eness,  the  venereal  disease,  the  upset  per¬ 
sonalities.  All  the  world  knows  that  military 
life  is  not  generally  conducive  to  good 
morals. 

The  danger  to  farmers:  Good  farmers  know 
that  the  boy  should  be  learning  farming  at 
the  very  time  that  military  regimentation 
would  take  him  from  his  home.  Breaking 
up  a  father-son  partnership  and  putting  a 
boy  in  an  army  camp,  where  soldiering  be¬ 
comes  a  verb,  does  not  produce  farmers. 
Farmers  recognize  the  evils  of  military  regi¬ 
mentation. 

The  danger  to  freedom:  Americans  should 
read  these  lines: 

“Therefore  we  stand  for  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  service  for  every  man.  If  a  State  is  not 
worth  that,  then  away  with  it. 

“The  army  educates  men  only  to  be  re¬ 
liable,  decent  members  of  the  community, 
men  who  in  the  hour  of  need  and  danger 
feel  themselves  united  in  loyalty  with  the 
nation;  and  should  fate  confront  them  with 
the  sternest  ordeal,  will  defend  the  freedom 
of  their  people  with  bravery  and  honor.” 
(Adolph  Hitler  in  Mein  Kampf.) 

The  folly  of  military  regimentation:  The 
November  8,  1952,  issue  of  Collier’s  magazine 
carried  the  article  Why  Half  Our  Combat 
Soldiers  Fail  to  Shoot.  The  writer  points 
out  that  during  World  War  II  only  12  to  25 
percent  of  all  combat  soldiers  who  were 
armed  and  in  a  position  to  fire  their  weapons 
at  the  enemy  were  able  to  pull  the  trigger. 

By  intensive  effort  in  Korea,  the  average 
was  not  raised  to  above  50  percent.  If 
from  4  to  7  out  of  each  8  men  sent  into  com¬ 
bat  fail  to  shoot  even  when  their  own  lives 
depend  upon  it,  think:  of  the  folly  of  sending 
them  to  the  front  for  that  express  purpose. 
Remember  that  in  supply  lines  or  behind 
desks  there  are  nine  soldiers  for  each  soldier 
who  goes  to  the  front. 

The  real  strength  of  America:  The  real 
strength  of  America  is  in  its  citizens  who 
have  been  trained  to  think  for  themselves. 
Military  regimentation  is  just  the  opposite 
of  what  our  American  schools  have  been  try¬ 
ing  to  do  in  training  youth  to  think  inde¬ 
pendently  and  for  themselves.  Our  inven¬ 
tions,  our  industrial  genius,  our  moral  fiber — 
these  were  not  forged  in  a  slave  state.  They 
are  the  product  of  a  people  who  have  been 
free — free  from  military  regimentation. 

The  threat  to  our  economy:  We  dare  not 
waste  billions  of  dollars  preparing  for  "past 
wars.”  There  is  a  limit  to  how  many  bil¬ 
lions  the  United  States  Government  can 
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waste.  A  bankrupt  nation  is  ripe  for  com¬ 
munism. 

The  hazard  of  military  regimentation:  His¬ 
tory  brings  the  record  of  the  fact  that  large 
professional  armies  take  away  the  liberties  of 
the  countries  they  profess  to  defend.  “Vast 
armies  decay  imperceptibly  while  sapping  the 
strength  of  the  nations  supporting  them,” 
said  a  recent  Chief  of  Staff,  Gen.  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower.  General  Marshall  warned  that 
a  large  professional  army  “has  no  place 
among  the  institutions  of  a  modern  demo¬ 
cratic  state  based  upon  the  conception  of 
government  by  the  people.” 

Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  Douglas  has 
pointed  out  that  our  Nation  has  already  be¬ 
come  the  victim  of  the  military  mind.  Many 
other  careful  analysts  have  noted  this  evil. 
With  the  rise  of  militarism  freedom  decays. 

Woodrow  Wilson  called  peacetime  con¬ 
scription  “the  root-evil  of  Prussianism.” 

On  September  6,  1919,  in  Kansas  City 
Woodrow  Wilson  warned  against  the  growth 
of  militarism.  He  said: 

“You  know,  my  fellow  citizens,  what  arma¬ 
ments  mean:  great  standing  armies,  great 
stores  of  war  materials.  They  do  not  mean 
burdensome  taxation  merely,  they  do  not 
mean  merely  compulsory  military  sevice 
which  saps  the  economic  strength  of  the 
nations,  but  they  mean  also  the  building 
up  of  a  military  class.  Again  and  again, 
my  fellow  citizens,  in  the  conference  at 
Paris,  we  were  face  to  face  with  this  circum¬ 
stance,  that  in  dealing  with  a  particular  civil 
government  we  found  that  they  would  not 
dare  to  promise  what  their  general  staff  was 
not  willing  that  they  should  promise;  that 
they  were  dominated  by  the  military  machine 
which  they  had  created,  nominally  for  their 
own  defense,  but  really,  whether  they  willed 
it  or  not,  for  the  provocation  of  war. 

“So  soon  as  you  have  a  military  class,  it 
does  not  make  any  difference  what  your 
form  of  government  is;  if  you  are  de¬ 
termined  to  be  armed  to  the  teeth,  you  must 
obey  the  orders  and  directions  of  the  only 
men  who  can  control  the  great  machinery  of 
war.  Elections  are  of  minor  importance,  be¬ 
cause  they  determine  the  political  policy, 
and  back  of  the  political  policy  is  the  con¬ 
stant  pressure  of  the  men  trained  to  arms, 
enormous  bodies  of  disciplined  men,  wonder¬ 
ing  if  they  are  never  going  to  be  allowed  to 
use  their  education  and  their  skill  and  ravage 
some  great  people  with  the  force  of  arms. 
That  is  the  meaning  of  armaments.  It  is  not 
merely  the  cost  of  it,  though  that  is  over¬ 
whelming,  but  it  is  the  spirit  of  it,  and 
America  has  never  and  I  hope,  in  the  provi¬ 
dence  of  God,  never  will  have  that  spirit.” 

In  1814  Daniel  Webster  pronounced  a  con¬ 
scription  act  unconstitutional.  In  1819 
Henry  Clay  denounced  Andrew  Jackson’s  in¬ 
vasion  of  Florida.  He  warned  that  if  our 
American  form  of  government  “is  to  be  pre¬ 
served  we  must  hold  to  a  strict  account¬ 
ability  the  military  branch  of  the  public 
force.” 

One  wonders  what  the  fathers  of  our  coun¬ 
try  might  say  if  they  could  see  how  the 
military  now  attempt  to  dominate  the  life  of 
our  Government  and  the  American  people. 

The  danger  to  world  peace:  Some  say,  “If 
you  want  peace,  prepare  for  war.”  In  the 
cool  light  of  history  that  is  a  lie.  Armament 
races  have  led  to  war.  France  and  Germany 
demonstrate  the  truth  of  the  real  axiom, 
“To  be  prepared  for  war  is  to  be  predisposed 
to  war.”  If  we  want  peace,  we  must  prepare 
for  peace.  Military  regimentation  of  a  peo¬ 
ple  is  not  preparation  for  peace. 

Keep  America  free  from  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  regimentation:  Permanent  compulsory 
UMT  has  been  opposed  by  most  of  the  lead¬ 
ing  churches  of  America,  many  of  the  out¬ 
standing  educators  and  historians,  most  of 
the  labor  organizations,  the  three  leading 
farm  organizations,  many  millions  of  Ameri¬ 
cans  who  love  freedom. 
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THE  PRESENT  DANGER 

America  faces  the  danger  that  the  present 
International  tensions  will  be  used  to  enact 
permanent  military  regimentation  under  the 
name  of  UMT,  UMST,  NST,  or  selective 
service. 

A  positive  alternative:  1.  Repudiate  as  ab¬ 
horrent  to  freedom-loving  Americans  any 
form  of  military  regimentation. 

*  2.  Through  the  United  Nations  attempt  to 
have  all  nations  agree  to  discontinue  all 
forms  or  military  regimentation. 

3.  Support  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  his  plea  for  world-wide  universal 
disarmament  with  adequate  inspection. 

4.  Support  the  President  in  his  desire  to 
use  atomic  energy  to  bless  rather  than  de¬ 
stroy  mankind. 

5.  Share  our  abundance  with  the  world’s 
needy. 

6.  Encourage  the  peaceful  development  of 
freedom  in  every  land. 

7.  Inform  all  mankind  that  in  a  war  with 
modern  weapons  of  devastation,  there  is  no 
defense.  There  will  be  no  victors — only 
victims. 

Rettka  Park,  N.  Y.,  June  5,  1955. 

My  Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  May  I 
write  you  re  two  of  the  things  I  have  re¬ 
cently  read? 

One  was  your  article  in  the  Nation  (or  was 
it  the  Progressive?);  read  them  both  and 
then  passed  them  on.  I  prefer  the  Nation  to 
the  Progressive;  that  is,  if  it  had  to  be  one 
or  the  other  for  me,  I  would  take  the  former. 
But  I  support  every  kind  of  protest  publica¬ 
tion  so  far  as  my  limited  income  permits. 

I  was  extremely  indignant  at  the  way  you 
as  a  Congressman  were  slighted.  Our  mili¬ 
tary  authorities  do  seem  to  be  ruling  not  only 
our  State  Department  but  Congress  as  well. 
At  least  I  have  been  terrified  at  the  votes 
in  Congress,  so  nearly  unanimous.  That  is, 
one  feels  that  a  military  Fascist  dictatorship 
could  be  in  the  offing.  And  racism  or  fascism 
and  militarism  are  true  triplets.  Personally 
I  am  100  percent  for  Nehru  and  the  inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  Asian-African  bloc  in  this 
world.  I  was  reared  in  India,  have  traveled 
and  observed  in  China,  in  Indonesia,  in 
French  Algeria,  etc.,  while  they  were  colonies. 
I  was  in  Bandung  myself.  (Is  it  not  beauti¬ 
ful,  the  ride  there?)  I  was  simply  burned  up 
with  the  way  the  Dutch  treated  the  Javanese. 
So  I  am  against  the  foreign  policy  of  Mr. 
Dulles.  (I  really  think  he  must  be  dull.) 
I  think  we  shall  have  to  get  off  our  swagger, 
swagger  all  over  the  world,  and  humbly  live 
up  to  our  democratic  and  Christian  profes¬ 
sions.  ‘‘If  thine  enemy  hunger,  feed  him”; 
is  what  I  would  do  with  Russians  or  Chi¬ 
nese  or  any  other  human  beings.  If  we  only 
actually  believed  Jesus  instead  of  using  His 
name  in  vain.  All  each  one  of  us  has  to  do 
is  to  start.  One’s  behavior  is  not  dependent 
on  anyone  else’s. 

I  will  have  to  add  that  I  was  as  opposed  to 
Mr.  Truman’s  cold  war  as  I  am  to  its  continu¬ 
ation  under  Mr.  Dulles. 

The  second  point  has  reference  to  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill.  I  note  by  the  press  that 
your  amendment  blocked  its  passage  tempo¬ 
rarily.  We  can  only  pray  and  pray  and  pray 
that  it  will  block  it  permanently. 

As  a  young  girl,  I  saw  conscription  operat¬ 
ing  in  France.  Much  later  I  saw  fascism 
operating  in  Italy.  Poor  France;  how  I  loved 
it,  and  pitied  it,  and  have  ever  since.  I  wish 
to  enclose  part  of  a  leaflet  I  sent  for. 

Yours  respectfully, 

Mrs.  Frankie  Griffin  Merson. 

I  take  Spotlight  on  Africa  also.  Dr.  Du 
Bois  has  been  one  of  my  admirations  ever 
since  I  started  my  college  teaching  in  so¬ 
ciology  and  political  science  (now  retired). 
I  have  introduced  him  to  many  hundreds  of 
students,  I  am  proud  to  say. 

Also,  I  take  the  National  Guardian,  and 
am  receiving  one  of  the  shocks  of  my  life  in 
the  threat  of  the  deportation  of  its  editor, 
Cedric  Belfrage.  Its  literary  quality,  as  well 


as  its  careful  documentation.  Is  a  pleasure 
to  a  person  who  has  pursued  scholarship  all 
her  life.  That  McCarran-Walter  Act  is  a 
vicious  kind  of  racism.  No  one  is  free  unless 
all  are  free. 

Again  respectfully, 

Frankie  Griffin. 

Conscription's  Unholy  Twins:  Indoctrina¬ 
tion  and  Regimentation 

THE  TRUTH  ABOUT  THE  READY  RESERVE 

The  case  for  the  current  UMT-Reserve  plan 
made  by  its  supporters  is  that  it  will  make 
available  for  immediate  action  a  “ready  re¬ 
serve”  of  3  million  combat-trained  men  in 
the  event  of  war.  There  are  many  reasons 
why  this  case  is  weak,  of  which  three  are 
most  important: 

1.  In  modern  war  there  can  be  no  such 
thing  as  a  genuine  ready  reserve.  The  men 
would  have  to  be  recalled  on  a  selective 
basis  if  the  recall  were  not  to  disrupt  the 
vital  industrial  and  scientific  strength  of  the 
country.  They  would  then  have  to  be  re¬ 
trained  for  at  least  4  months — almost  as  long 
as  new  recruits  would  require. 

2.  Large-scale  invasions  across  water  will 
be  impossible  in  a  new  war,  since  one  atomic 
bomb  could  wreck  an  entire  invasion  fleet. 
Even  if  this  were  not  so,  transportation  and 
equipment  of  troops  takes  far  longer  than 
training.  Small  wars,  as  in  Korea,  do  not 
require  large  masses  of  men. 

3.  A  war  fought  with  atomic  and  hydrogen 
bombs,  as  another  major  war  will  be  fought, 
would  make  mass  armies  themselves  obso¬ 
lete  in  the  process  of  destroying  the  whole 
fabric  of  western  civilization. 

In  the  face  of  such  facts,  supporters  of 
the  new  UMT-Reserve  plan  continue  to  sup¬ 
port  compulsory  peacetime  military  service 
because  such  service  helps  to  indoctrinate 
the  youth  of  the  country  with  the  military 
virtues,  and  hence  eventually  to  regiment 
the  thinking  of  the  Nation  as  a  whole.  This 
is  the  real  case  for  UMTS. 

Point:  “The  theory  behind  this  proposal 
(for  compulsory  military  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  in  peacetime),  with  which  we  do  not 
disagree,  is  that  a  period  of  military  training 
for  every  young  man  is  of  intrinsic  benefit  to 
the  Nation,  even  if  a  percentage  of  those 
trained  cannot  qualify  for  the  Reserves.” — 
(Report  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission.) 

And  counterpoint:  “When  the  civilian- 
trained-soldier  has  adjusted  his  personality 
to  the  demands  of  the  military  machine,  he 
has  thereby  lost  some  of  his  ability  to  ad¬ 
just  to  the  demands  of  civilian  society.  *  *  * 
Accustomed  to  receiving  and  giving  orders, 
he  can  no  longer  comprehend  that  vast  and 
alien  civilian  world  where  everything  de¬ 
pends  upon  consent,  where  one  must  per¬ 
suade,  not  order  or  forbid.  In  a  world  where 
externals  are  everything,  where  outward  con¬ 
formity  is  the  sum  of  one’s  duty  and  one’s 
whole  life  is  devoted  to  the  husk  of  things, 
he  has  had  no  opportunity  to  cultivate  fa¬ 
miliarity  with  the  still  small  voice  of  con¬ 
science,  has  had,  in  fact,  no  right  to  have 
a  conscience  because  he  had  no  right  to  reg¬ 
ulate  his  behavior  by  his  own  inner  stand¬ 
ards.”  (Prof.  Willard  Waller,  in  the  Veteran 
Comes  Back.) 

“We  in  education  saw  at  first  hand  the  dif¬ 
ficulties  of  the  GI’s,  in  some  cases  requiring 
months  to  solve,  in  readjusting  to  a  world 
where  they  made  their  own  decisions  and 
exercised  their  own  initiative,  in  returning 
from  the  military  world  where  initiative  of¬ 
ten  brought  disciplinary  penalties,  and  where 
doing  what  one  was  told  so  easily  was  trans¬ 
lated  into  the  habitual  policy  of  doing  as 
little  as  possible.”  (President  Deane  W.  Mal- 
lott,  Cornell  University,  Ithaca  (N.  Y.)  Jour¬ 
nal,  December  26,  1953.) 

CIVILIANS  INTO  SOLDIERS 

American  parents  and  educators  try  to 
raise  children  who  are  independent,  self- 
respecting,  imaginative,  and  free.  These  are 


July  1 

the  essence  of  democracy.  Human  progress 
is  made  possible  only  by  men  and  women 
who  have  enough  respect  for  their  own  worth 
and  intelligence  to  be  willing  to  question  old 
ways  of  doing  things. 

Armies,  of  any  nationality,  do  their  best  to 
instill  just  the  opposite  attitudes  in  the 
young  men  under  their  control.  Orders 
must  be  obeyed,  good  or  bad,  right  or  wrong, 
drunk  or  sober,  in  combat  or  in  a  peacetime 
training  camp. 

Such  an  attitude  of  unquestioning  obedi¬ 
ence  to  authority,  carried  over  into  civilian 
life  by  men  still  under  Army  control  for 
9i/2  years,  will  undermine  the  very  basis  of 
democratic  life. 

Minneapolis,  Kans.,  June  6,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  do  thank  you  most 
warmly  for  introducing  the  amendment  that 
prevented  the  passage  of  the  UMT  compul¬ 
sory  Reserve  bill.  There  are  few  things  in 
this  life  that  I  have  been  as  thankful  for  as 
that,  if  any,  because  I  cannot  entertain 
the  thought  of  my  country  becoming  so  high¬ 
ly  militarized  as  that.  There  is  no  possible 
need  of  it,  and  it  just  must  never  happen 
here. 

I  think  your  action  was  an  answer  to  many 
prayers.  I  did  everything  possible  I  knew 
to  do  to  oppose  it — then  I  lifted  my  hands  to 
Heaven  and  said,  “God,  now  you  will  have 
to  take  over,”  and  I  knew  that  unless  He  did, 
we  would  lose,  for  I  had  been  told  there  were 
not  enough  votes  in  Congress  to  defeat  it — 
and  there  were  not.  I  knew  it  would  take  a 
miracle  to  defeat  it,  and  it  did.  It  was  like 
a  bolt  out  of  the  blue,  and  we  do  thank  you 
from  the  depths  of  our  hearts. 

I  wonder  what  is  next?  I  have  never  been 
able  to  learn  what  they  did  with  the  4-year 
draft  bill — it  was  in  the  Senate  the  last  I 
knew  of  it.  The  old  draft  bill  expired  June 
1  and  something  must  have  been  done. 
Surely  It  wasn’t  just  let  die,  though  I  have 
prayed  that  it  would  be,  but  I  didn’t  think 
it  could  come  so  soon. 

Again,  thanks  a  million. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Omar  Joyce. 


First  Methodist  Church, 

South  Gate,  Calif.,  May  27,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  We  are  de¬ 
lighted  to  know  that  the  compulsory  Re¬ 
serve  UMT  bill  has  been  stopped  and  that 
the  means  of  stopping  it  was  your  amend¬ 
ment  to  ban  assignments  to  National  Guard 
units  that  are  segregated.  It  is  a  double 
victory. 

Congratulations. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Norman  W.  Taylor. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  May  26,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr. 

Esteemed  Sir:  I  am  glad  to  read  that  we 
have  one  man  in  Congress  that  isn’t  afraid 
to  say  what  everyone  in  the  United  States 
thinks,  about  Knowland.  People  in  his 
home  State  are  sick  of  his  warmongering, 
and  strutting  around  on  his  hairy  hindlegs. 

How  dumb  can  a  political  party  get?  We 
Just  finished  throwing  Truman  out  for  get¬ 
ting  us  into  the  Korean  disgrace.  The  peo¬ 
ple  are  sick  of  war  and  warmakers.  We  are 
the  laughing  stock  of  the  world.  What  are 
we  doing  to  get  that  enormous  Chinese  mar¬ 
ket — shooting  at  them — smart,  isn’t  it? 
Knowland  and  Nixon  in  the  lead,  followed 
closely  by  the  semlpatriotlc  flag-waving 
American  Legion  leaders,  crying,  “Drop  the 
bomb.  Drop  the  bomb.” 

Mr.  Nixon,  at  least,  has  the  sense  to  know 
he  is  greatly  disliked,  and  has  kept  his  mouth 
shut.  For  your  information,  the  union  men 
in  his  home  State  have  less  than  no  use  for 
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him.  For  one  thing,  the  word  is  around  that 
Neon’s  father  did  a  job  of  “scabbing”  during 
the  Los  Angeles  streetcar  strike  in  1920,  and 
they  don’t  forget  that  so  easily. 

For  your  information  I  heard  Adlai  Steven¬ 
son  talk  at  Los  Angeles — as  I  heard  it — young 
Roosevelt  got  more  applause  than  he  did. 
The  people  are  looking  deseperately  for  a 
leader.  One  who  will  come  out  and  say  he 
is  for  peace.  One  who  is  not  afraid  to  act 
like  an  American  instead  of  like  a  Knowland, 
Very  truly  and  admiringly  yours, 

John  H.  Proll. 

Brotherhood  of  Sleeping  Car  Porters, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Just  a  word 
of  remembrance  and  to  congratulate  you  for 
the  splendid  job  you  did  at  Bandung,  and 
your  important  fight  against  reintroduction 
and  the  perpetuation  of  Jim  Crow  in  the 
Armed  Forces  through  the  Reserve  military 
measure. 

Sincerely  yours, 

A.  Philip  Randolph, 
International  President. 

Whittier,  Calif.,  May  27,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Out  here  in  California 
we  hear  that  you  did  an  excellent  job  against 
segregation  in  the  National  Guard  proposal, 
which  is  much  appreciated. 

While  this  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  is  tem¬ 
porarily  shelved,  let  us  urge  a  more  construc¬ 
tive  foreign  policy  directed  toward  disarma¬ 
ment,  and  support  of  the  United  Nations 
with  negotiation  and  cooperation  as  our  goal, 
thereby  building  for  peaceful  solutions  to 
our  problems,  rather  than  war  preparedness. 

We  want  you  to  know  that  we  appreciate 
your  efforts  thus  far. 

Most  sincerely, 

I.  D.  Warren. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  May  20,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building: 

The  American  Council  on  Human  Rights, 
on  behalf  of  its  thousands  of  members, 
heartily  endorses  your  stand  against  segre¬ 
gation  in  National  Guard  and  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  units.  The  welfare  and  defense  of  our 
Nation  can  best  be  served  by  the  elimination 
of  all  distinctions  based  on  race.  Continue 
the  fight,  and  please  advise  immediately  how 
we  can  assist  to  have  the  pending  legisla¬ 
tion  reconsidered  and  your  amendment  ap¬ 
proved. 

Aubrey  E.  Robinson, 
Director,  American  Council  on  Human 
Rights. 

Roselle,  N.  J.,  May  19,  1955. 
Hon.  A.  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  It  is  indeed 
gratifying  to  note  that  you  never  fail  to 
strike  a  blow  at  bigotry  and  racial  prejudice 
when  the  opportunity  presents  itself. 

I  know  that  thousands  of  our  racial  group 
appreciates  your  efforts  in  our  behalf  despite 
the  fact  they  never  take  the  time  to  write 
to  you  or  let  you  know  otherwise. 

My  wife  and  I  follow  with  keen  interest 
your  actions  through  the  Congressional 
Record  and  the  newspapers.  We  hope  that 
your  resolution  to  bar  personnel  under  the 
Reserve  program  from  being  assigned  to  mili¬ 
tary  units  that  enforced  segregation  of  race, 
will  prevail. 

We  hope  that  someday  the  "lily  white” 
clique  in  the  United  States  postal  inspection 
service  will  be  broken  down.  When  we  apply 
for  admission  the  excuse  is  somewhat  like 


the  one  used  in  New  York  City  some  years 
ago  when  Negroes  applied  for  positions  on 
the  subways  as  motormen  and  conductors — 
“he  cannot  qualify — he  has  not  had  the 
necessary  experience,  etc.”  It  is  well  known 
to  you  that  once  given  the  opportunity  we 
can  and  do  succeed  in  almost  any  field. 

We  believe  that  at  least  two  of  your  col¬ 
leagues — Representatives  Dollinges  of  New 
York  and  Harrison  Williams,  Jr.,  of  New 
Jersey  can  be  counted  on  where  the  rights 
of  minorities  are  jeopardized. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Samuel  T.  Simmons. 


Shelbyville,  Tenn.,  May  30,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Congressman:  I  have  just  finished 
reading  Drew  Pearson’s  accounts  of  the 
drubbing  you  gave  Congressman  Carl 
Vinson  of  Georgia,  on  the  universal  military 
service  or  Reserve  Act,  and  your  brilliant 
defense  of  United  States  racial  relations  at 
the  Bandung  conference,  and  as  a  white 
southerner,  and  a  Democrat,  I  wish  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart, 
and  to  tell  you  if  I  were  financially  able  I 
would  come  all  the  way  to  Washington  to 
shake  your  hand  and  tell  you  I  am  proud 
of  you  and  that  I  would  be  happy  to  be  your 
friend. 

From  some  of  the  things  Pearson  quoted 
you  as  saying,  you  are  evidently  richly  en¬ 
dowed  with  good  common  horse  sense.  This 
you  do  not  get  from  a  college  or  university, 
only  from  God  Almighty,  and  it  is  indeed 
refreshing  to  see  you  use  this  God-given 
gift  so  well. 

Contrary  to  what  some  of  your  northern 
brethren  think,  there  is  no  spot  on  earth 
where  there  is  more  natural  love  and  affec¬ 
tion  between  the  races  than  in  the  South. 
And  let  me  tell  you  that  the  way  you  have 
been  conducting  yourself  in  Congress  does 
more  to  elevate  your  race  in  the  eyes  of  the 
South  than  any  amount  of  associations  or 
delegations  with  high-sounding  names.  And 
I  am  happy  to  tell  you  that  in  the  South,  to 
some  extent,  the  Negro  race  is  lifting  itself, 
so  to  speak,  by  its  own  bootstraps,  in  that 
they  are  taking  excellent  advantage  of  their 
educational  opportunities  and,  by  becoming 
better  educated,  have  acquired  a  better  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  problems  between  the 
races,  their  causes,  and  the  rank  and  file  are 
endeavoring  to  solve  our  problems  in  the 
American  way  by  using  commonsense,  Chris- 
tion  fellowship,  and  a  sincere  desire  to  suc¬ 
ceed,  and  I  am  certainly  proud  of  the  progress 
we  have  and  are  making,  and  again  to  you  I 
say,  I  am  certainly  proud  of  the  contribution 
you  are  and  have  been  making  to  this  cause; 
in  the  service  you  are  rendering  to  and  for 
your  people  and  the  Nation,  and  I  consider  it 
a  privilege  to  say  if  I  may,  I  am,  I  hope,  and 
can  remain,  your  sincere  friend,  and  it  is  my 
honest,  earnest,  sincere  prayer  that  you  will 
continue  to  so  conduct  yourself,  that  you  will 
ever  be  a  credit  and  inspiration  to  your  race 
and  Nation,  this  America,  we  took  by  force 
from  the  “reds,”  and  made  great  by  oppres¬ 
sion,  of  the  blacks,  must  no  more  be  black 
or  white  but  Americans.  For  if  we  allow  our¬ 
selves  to  be  duped  and  divided  by  commu¬ 
nism,  we  deserve  to  be  destroyed.  Hoping 
someday  to  have  the  honor  of  your  personal 
acquaintence,  I  am, 

Your  sincerely, 

T.  W.  Noblitt. 

Berkeley,  Calif.,  May  29,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  It  was  my  singular 
good  fortune  to  recently  note  a  report  by 
Drew  Pearson  appearing  in  one  of  our  west- 
coast  dailies  wherein  he  gave  an  account  of 
your  House  debate  with  Representative  Carl 
Vinson.  I  understand  that  the  House  ap¬ 


plauded  you  as  a  body;  I  want  you  to  know 
that  Negro  America  applauds  you  also. 

Those  of  us  who  stand  on  the  sidelines 
know  the  tremendous  responsibility  which 
you  take  upon  your  shoulders;  the  weight  of 
IS  million  must  seem  an  awful  burden  at 
times.  But  it  is  with  unhidden  pride  and 
deep  admiration  that  we  view  your  achieve¬ 
ments. 

Anxiously,  all  of  us  are  awaiting  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  superhighway  to  the  city  called 
equality.  Those  of  you  who  have  been,  and 
still  continue  to  be,  the  workmen,  must  be 
commended  for  the  quality  of  your  work, 
the  expertness  with  which  you  have  per¬ 
formed  your  tasks  and,  above  all,  that  never- 
say-die  determination. 

I  wish  to  thank  you,  Mr.  Powell,  first,  for 
being  a  man;  secondly,  for  going  to  Congress; 
and,  thirdly,  for  being  a  Negro. 

With  sincere  hope  foi;  continued  success, 
I  remain, 

Yours  truly, 

Richard  E.  Ranger. 

Wadsworth,  Ohio,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Mr.  Fowell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  profoundly  appreciate  your 
standing  out  against  the  attempt  to  push 
the  compulsory  Reserve  program  through 
the  House.  The  stalling  against  the  anti¬ 
segregation  feature  on  the  part  of  the  south¬ 
ern  militarists,  who  would  like  to  persuade 
us  that  permanent  peacetime  conscription  in 
these  various  and  sometimes  disguised  forms 
is  really  a  necessity,  gives  it  away  how  flimsy 
this  bill  is  when  it  comes  to  actual  defense 
or  emergency. 

We  are  glad  you  have  had  this  opportunity 
to  show  the  public  that  this  measure  is 
dangerous  and  unnecessary  and  we  encour¬ 
age  you  to  stand  against  all  pressures  to  be 
stampeded  into  such  an  un-American  sys¬ 
tem.  You  are  doing  our  country  and  future 
generations  a  real  service  in  the  maintenance 
of  our  democratic  freedoms  and  procedures. 
Respectfully  yours, 

Leonard  and  Rachel  Kreider. 

Claremont,  Calif.,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

I  wish  to  congratulate  you  upon  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  to  H.  R.  5297,  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

I  wish  to  urge  you  to  do  all  in  your  power 
to  defeat  this  bill  and  all  similar  bills. 

I  consider  this  bill  a  UMT  bill  by  another 
name,  and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  essential  to 
national  defense. 

Respectfully, 

Cornelia  Underwood. 


Woolman  House, 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  extremely  grateful 
for  the  shelving  of  H.  R.  5297.  Thank  you 
for  your  fine  stand  against  segregation. 
Please  continue  to  oppose  any  and  all  Re¬ 
serve  plans  if  and  when  this  or  a  substitute 
bill  is  presented.  We  do  not  want  our  youth 
trained  in  a  pattern  of  life  that  takes  mili¬ 
tary  control  for  granted,  or  subjected  to  the 
idea  that  military  service  is  synonymous  with 
patriotism  and  that  only  military  methods 
can  deal  with  serious  international  conflict. 
Disarmament  and  a  swing  away  from  mili¬ 
tarism  are  essential  if  our  world  is  to  be 
saved  from  a  holocaust  of  war  and  moral 
and  spiritual  values  are  to  be  preserved. 

Sincerely, 

Margaret  T.  Simkin 
Mrs.  Robert  L.  Simkin. 
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New  York,  N.  Y„  May  19,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative:  Let  me  thank  you 
for  your  wonderful  stand  against  racial  seg¬ 
regation  in  our  National  Guard  units. 

We  should  have  no  Reserves  at  all  if  we 
cannot  have  them  the  true  democratic  way. 
Your  actions  will  surely  be  applauded  by  real 
Americans  regardless  of  their  race,  creed  or 
color. 

Thank  you  again. 

Yours  truly, 

Ronald  Schwartz. 

Meadville,  Pa.,  May  22,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  This  is  to  thank  you  for 
sponsoring  desegregation  in  connection  with 
H.  R.  5297. 

My  appreciation  also  for  your  services  to 
the  country  at  the  Bandung  Conference. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Jens  P.  H.  Jensen, 
Research  Director,  Keystone  View  Co. 


Headquarters,  928th  Engineer, 

Aviation  Group, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  24,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  would  like 
to  express  my  sincere  appreciation  for  your 
vigorous  and  democratic  fight  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  military  Reserve  bill  now  before 
the  Congress. 

The  expressed  interest  you  have  shown 
by  the  introduction  of  an  amendment  to  the 
bill  outlawing  racial  segregation  in  all  Re¬ 
serve  and  National  Guard  units  is  outstand¬ 
ing. 

As  a  veteran  of  more  than  15  years  active 
service  including  service  in  two  wars,  hail 
your  bold  and  determined  efforts  as  an  asset 
to  the  cause  we  are  serving,  and  I  want  you 
to  know  that  we  who  are  serving  in  our 
many  outposts  for  the  protection  of  our 
democratic  way  of  life,  do  appreciate  the 
great  efforts  you  are  undertaking  back  home 
from  the  floors  of  our  Congress. 

Enclosed  herewith,  is  a  release  from  the 
Army  Stars  and  Stripes,  of  an  extract  of 
your  speech  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  on  May  20,  1955. 

Sincerely, 

Lucius  L.  Eaton, 

SFC.,  United  States  Army. 

[From  the  Stars  and  Stripes  of  May  21,  1955] 
Dispute  on  Civil  Rights  Shelves  Reserve 
Bill 

Washington,  May  20. — The  House  yester¬ 
day  dealt  a  possible  deathblow  to  President 
Eisenhower’s  military  Reserve  program.  It 
postponed  indefinitely  further  action  because 
of  a  civil-rights  dispute. 

After  3  days  of  discussion,  Representative 
Carl  Vinson,  Democrat,  of  Georgia,  in  charge 
of  the  bill,  asked  the  House,  in  effect,  to  lay 
the  measure  aside. 

His  request  was  approved  by  a  161-124 
vote.  This  meant  the  legislation  could  be 
called  up  again  at  any  time.  However,  it 
appeared  unlikely  the  House  would  consider 
the  program  again  this  year  unless  a  com¬ 
promise  was  worked  out  in  advance. 

Whether  a  compromise  could  be  reached 
that  would  satisfy  southern  Democrats  and 
pro-civil-rights  members  was  highly  proble¬ 
matical.  Representative  Overton  Brooks, 
Democrat,  of  Louisiana,  the  bill’s  sponsor, 
said  an  effort  would  be  made. 


The  bill  came  to  an  inglorious  end,  at 
least  for  the  time  being,  despite  a  plea  by 
the  President  only  Wednesday  that  it  be 
enacted.  He  has  been  quoted  in  the  House 
as  having  stated  the  program  was  “dear  to 
my  heart.” 

The  program  is  designed  to  establish  a 
trained,  organized  Reserve  of  2,900,000  ground 
troops.  At  present,  there  are  about  700,000 
effective  Army  reserves.  Youths  of  17  and 
18  would  be  permitted  to  enlist  for  6  months’ 
training,  followed  by  7  y2  years  in  the  Reserve. 

The  civil-rights  dispute  was  over  a  provi¬ 
sion  which  would  bar  the  assignment  of 
Reserve  personnel  to  National  Guard  units 
which  practice  racial  segregation. 

This  provision,  an  amendment  sponsored 
by  Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
Democrat,  of  New  York,  was  tentatively 
tacked  onto  the  bill  yesterday  by  a  vote  of 
126-87.  Today  the  House  defeated,  167-143, 
a  motion  by  Vinson  to  knock  this  provision 
out  of  the  bill. 

At  his  news  conference  Wednesday,  Mr. 
Eisenhower  delivered  a  strong  plea  for  con¬ 
gressional  passage  of  the  Reserve  program. 
He  said  it  may  not  be  perfect,  but  any  mis¬ 
takes  can  be  rectified  as  experience  dictates. 

Under  the  proposed  legislation,  a  governor 
can  request  the  assignment  of  Reserve  per¬ 
sonnel  to  his  State’s  National  Guard  unit. 

Powell  said  there  are  now  27  States  which 
either  have  separate  white  and  Negro  divi¬ 
sions  or  do  not  permit  Negroes  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

Before  the  vote  to  shelve  the  measure, 
Powell,  1  of  the  3  Negro  House  Members, 
said  White  House  aids  had  been  in  touch 
with  him,  UP  reported. 

He  indicated  they  tried  to  persuade  him 
to  withdraw  his  controversial  antisegregation 
amendment. 

But  Powell  said  his  own  amendment,  if 
enacted,  would  strike  a  blow  for  freedom 
that  would  be  heard  by  enslaved  peoples 
around  the  world. 

Powell’s  speech  was  received  with  a  burst 
of  applause  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  that 
divides  the  two  parties. 

Powell  said  American  Negroes  have  fought 
and  died  for  their  country  in  Jim  Crow  mili¬ 
tary  units  since  Revolutionary  War  days  and 
“their  patriotism  has  never  been  questioned.” 

Davidson,  Okla.,  May  21,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I’m  not  for  the  H.  R.  2967  law 
that  you  folks  plan  to  vote  on.  On  this 
coming  Thursday.  Please  do  vote  “no.”  Its 
a  very  cunningly  devised  trap.  I  thank  God 
for  your  delay  of  the  bill.  Then  I  can  write 
my  Representative  and  Senator. 

We  don’t  even  need  the  draft.  We  ought 
let  it  all  die.  We  don’t  need  to  have  huge 
armies. 

I’m  the  mother  of  a  14-year-old  boy  and 
I  don’t  want  10  years  of  his  life  wasted  or 
given  to  the  Army.  It’s  all  right  for  the 
President  to  be  a  soldier  all  his  life.  But  it’s 
not  right  to  force  all  our  boys  from  now  on 
into  the  Army. 

Our  country  will  go  down  with  all  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  a  huge  Army,  and  all  the  other 
parts  of  the  world. 

Lets  have  the  Bricker  amendment,  lets  curb 
our  President’s  powers  so  we  wont  be  sold 
down  the  river  to  the  United  Nations. 

Let’s  get  out  of  the  United  Nations.  Let’s 
not  renew  the  United  Nations  Charter.  Let’s 
not  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  Let’s  not 
extend  or  amend  or  have  anything  to  do  with 
it.  Let’s  protest  old  Molotov  coming  to  San 
Francisco.  Please  I  pray.  Why  don’t  you 
pray  about  all  I've  written  to  you  and  you 
will  feel  as  I  do. 

I’m  a  white  woman  from  the  South.  We 
like  our  peace  in  the  South.  And  you  people 
who  represent  the  people  should  do  so.  And 
not  listen  to  the  lobbyists  of  the  country. 


July  1 

Thanks  so  much  for  reading  my  letter,  hope 
you  can  please  see  it  my  way. 

Yours  truly, 

Mrs.  Walter  Withrow, 

Davidson,  Okla. 

P.  S. — I’m  a  Baptist,  not  something  under 
cover. 

Berea  College, 
Department  or  Sociology, 

Berea,  Ky.,  May  23,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  I  am  glad 
that  your  effort  to  have  segregation  banned 
in  National  Guard  assignments  was  sustained 
by  the  House  last  week. 

On  grounds  only  of  civil  rights  this  was 
a  desirable  amendment.  The  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  be  continually  kept  from 
giving  support  to  segregation. 

As  one  who  has  vigorously  opposed  such 
military  legislation  as  was  involved  in  H.  R. 
5297,  I  was  glad  to  see  its  passage  blocked. 
I  certainly  hope  it  can  be  permanently 
shelved. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Roscoe  Giffin, 
Professor  of  Sociology. 


Pulaski,  N.  Y.,  June  5,  1955. 
Mr.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  I  wish  to 
congratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  would  end  racial  segregation  in 
the  National  Guard  in  several  States. 
The  southern  militarists  would  not  have 
sidetracked  this  bill  if  it  was  really  essential 
just  over  this  one  amendment.  May  I  ask 
your  support  in  defeating  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5397. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  Fred  White. 

Heigh-Ho  Lodge, 
Cresco,  Pa.,  June  3,  1955. 
Representative  A.  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Thanks 
from  a  parent  who  values  the  life  of  his  sons 
for  your  amendment  to  H.  R.  5297  (compul¬ 
sory  Reserve  bill),  which  evidently  turned 
out  to  be  all-important  in  its  present 
shelving. 

Most  important  to  many  people  will  be  the 
proof-positive,  that  this  form  of  Prussian 
militarism  demanding  8  years  of  every  able- 
bodied  young  man  was  totally  unnecessary. 
I  have  known  this  right  along,  since  the  Air 
Force,  Navy,  and  Marines  will  take  the  front 
in  any  future  war  and  they  all  meet  quotas 
by  volunteering — the  all-American  way. 

I  hope  you  will  not  let  down  in  your  efforts 
to  see  fairness  done  all  around — Negroes, 
whites — or  freedom  of  choice  when  it  comes 
to  military  servitude  in  a  land  where  the 
powers  for  war  are  already  full  to  overflowing 
with  men  who  chose  to  so  train. 

Yours  for  health,  truth,  and  a  free  America. 

Paul  Brenn. 

Glen  Ellyn,  III.,  June  5,  1955. 
Hon.  Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell  :  My  wife  and 
I  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate  you 
for  introducing  the  amendment  to  end  racial 
segregation  in  the  National  Guard,  thereby 
preventing  the  passage  of  the  national  Re¬ 
serve  plan. 

The  national  Reserve  plan  is  nothing  more 
than  universal  military  training  in  disguise. 
It  was  given  this  new  name  in  the  hope  it 
would  be  more  placating  and  palatable  to  our 
citizens. 

What  is  the  reason  for  a  compulsory  Re¬ 
serve  of  2,900,000  men  when  we  have  had, 
for  some  years,  a  volunteer  Reserve  of 
2,500,000?  Why  should  we  give  the  Army  a 
compulsory  Reserve  when  the  Army  has  con- 
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sistently  refused  to  properly  train  and  equip 
Its  volunteer  Reserve? 

And  furthermore,  why  should  we  establish 
the  first  compulsory  Reserve  in  our  history 
when  the  Naval  Reserve,  Air  Force  Associa¬ 
tion,  and  National  Guard  have  all  asked  for 
a  voluntary  system? 

We  hope  and  pray.  Representative  Powell, 
that  you  will  continue  to  press  for  the  end 
of  racial  segregation  in  the  Armed  Forces, 
Regulars,  and  Reserves  alike.  The  only  way 
to  put  an  end  to  this  evil  practice  is  to  briing 
it  out  into  the  open  and  expose  it  for  what 
it  really  is:  an  immoral  and  unethical 
practice. 

With  every  kind  wish,  I  am  always, 

Yours  in  friendship, 

Joseph  A.  Prachar. 

Granville,  Ohio,  June  5,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  are  due  to  you 
on  two  scores:  First,  that  you  introduced 
an  amendment  to  H.  R.  5297  that  would 
end  racial  segregation  in  the  National  Guard. 
It  is  high  time  that  racial  segregation  is 
ended  everywhere,  but  especially  in  our  serv¬ 
ices  and  the  schools.  Second,  that  your 
proposed  amendment  helped  to  shelve  H.  R. 
5297.  I  hope  it  stays  on  the  shelf.  I  do 
not  approve  of  using  compulsion  for  mili¬ 
tary  purposes,  except  in  emergencies.  I 
believe  our  manpower  for  defense  can  be 
and  should  be  raised  by  voluntary  means. 
Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  Esther  W.  Josir. 

Evansville,  Ind.,  June  4,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  Thank  you  for  your  attendance 
and  influence  at  the  Bandung  Conference. 
Also,  I  appreciate  your  interest  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  Reserve  training.  While  I  am  opposed 
to  any  form  of  UMT,  I  congratulate  you  on 
your  insistence  upon  nonsegregation. 
Sincerely  yours, 

(Mrs.)  Gertrude  R.  Kerr. 

May  29,  1955. 

From  the  NAACP,  San  Pedro  and  Wilmington 
Branch. 

Dear  Sir:  The  San  Pedro  and  Wilmington 
branch  as  a  whole  ask  your  loyal  support  in 
trying  to  keep  the  amendment  in  H.  R.  5297. 
Very  sincerely, 

Ranie  A.  Lewis, 

President. 

Robert  Chaytor, 

Secretary. 

Pompano  Beach,  Fla.,  May  38,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  have  read 
with  deep  admiration  parts  of  your  debate 
with  Congressman  Vinson  on  the  Universal 
Military  Training  Act,  as  delivered  on  the 
House  floor.  The  report  I  read  was  only  a 
partial  one  as  given  in  Drew  Pearson’s 
column. 

I  would  appreciate  having  a  copy  of  the 
full  text  of  your  remarks  in  this  connection. 

Would  you  have  any  other  material  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  race  problem  that  might  be  help¬ 
ful  to  me  in  writing  a  book  on  the  subject? 
If  so,  would  you  be  willing  to  send  it  to  the 
undersigned  at  the  above  address? 

Could  you  suggest  any  organizations  deal¬ 
ing  with  this  problem  which  would  be  able 
to  furnish  me  with  additional  resource 
material? 

Deeply  in  your  debt,  I  am. 

Very  sincerely, 

William  N.  Elliott. 

Seneca,  Kans.,  June  4,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  certainly  appreciate  your 
introducing  the  amendment  which  prevented 


passage  of  H.  R.  5297  in  the  House.  Its 
being  shelved  because  of  the  question  of 
racial  segregation  alone,  proves  that  even 
the  militarists  know  H.  R.  5297  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  for  our  national  defense. 

Thanking  you. 

Mrs.  F.  B.  Roots. 


Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  June  8,  1955. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  had  thought  that 
the  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  was  defeated  in  the 
House. 

At  least,  thanks  for  your  reasonable 
amendment,  it  was  shelved  for  a  while. 

Now,  our  daily  paper  tells  us  that  Mr. 
Eisenhower  is  still  pressing  for  passage  of 
this  (or  a)  Reserve  bill.  I  urge  you  to  do 
all  you  can  to  defeat  any  legislation  that 
will  in  any  way  increase  the  power  of  the 
military  in  our  Government. 

We  have  too  much  control  by  military- 
minded  men  as  it  is  already. 

Sincerely  yours, 

J.  Howard  Bowman. 

Bluffton,  Ohio,  May  10,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  are  thankful  to 
you  for  your  part  in  preventing  the  passage 
of  H.  R.  5297  by  introducing  the  racial  segre¬ 
gation  amendment.  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
brought  up  too  soon  again.  Surely  it  was  not 
too  vital  to  national  defense  if  such  an 
amendment  could  stall  it. 

We  are  thankful  for  such  men  who  realize 
sinister  and  far-reaching  consequences  of 
such  a  bill.  It  would  also  add  to  the  military 
control  and  to  the  wasteful  spending  that  the 
military  are  noted  for. 

The  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  will  continue 
to  rely  on  volunteers.  A  professional  army  of 
volunteers  would  be  more  efficient  than  a 
conscript  army  or  reserve.  We  must  insist 
that  the  military  give  volunteer  army  and 
reserve  a  fair  chance  to  work  out  and  not 
insist  on  conscription  whether  needed  or  not. 

By  defeating  H.  R.  5297  we  will  be  in  effect 
helping  the  President  to  procure  the  peace 
that  he  wants.  Peace  can  not  be  brought 
about  by  military  methods.  It  will  be  a 
detriment  to  the  peaceful  coexistence  of  the 
Nations. 

You  have  our  wholeheartd  support  in  op¬ 
posing  any  such  measures. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Mrs.  Gordon  Bixel. 


Evansville,  Ind.,  June  19,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  would  like  to  express 
to  you  my  approval  of  the  stand  you  took  on 
the  UMT  bill,  H.  R.  5297,  and  my  thankful¬ 
ness  that  this  bill  has  now  been  shelved. 
I’m  praying  that  it  will  not  be  brought  up 
again  in  any  form.  To  my  way  of  thinking, 
for  our  country  to  adopt  such  a  policy  would 
be  a  great  tragedy.  Such  a  policy  has  never 
benefited  a  nation,  and  has  undoubtedly 
contributed  to  the  run  of  several. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Mrs.  Helen  B.  Woods. 

Mocksville,  N.  C.,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thank  you  for  at¬ 
tending  the  Bandung  Conference  and  for 
your  subsequent  report  to  the  President. 

Also,  congratulations  on  your  insistence 
on  racial  equality  in  the  Armed  Forces,  al¬ 
though  we  in  this  household  cannot  approve 
of  militarism,  and  hope  that  the  President’s 
National  Reserves  program — or  UMT  by 
whatsoever  name — will,  in  the  interests  of 
American  freedom  and  world  peace,  be 
roundly  defeated. 

There  is  no  excuse,  even  militarily,  for 
conscript  hordes  in  this  H-bomb  era.  Their 
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existence  requires,  for  its  Justification,  the 
maintenance  of  hostility  instead  of  the  seek, 
ing  of  peace  (which  is  well  nigh  impossible 
under  such  circumstances);  they  are,  there¬ 
fore,  dangerous,  provocative,  and  useless. 

In  our  internal  affairs  the  proposed  mili¬ 
tary  program  would,  of  course,  spell  fascism. 
Neither  the  draft  nor  UMT  has  any  meaning 
in  this  H-bomb  era;  conscript  armies  became 
obsolete  as  far  back  as  Hiroshima,  as  Gen¬ 
eral  Fuller  (I  believe)  then  pointed  out. 

Let  us  use  our  resources  for  life,  not 
death,  thus,  incidentally,  choosing  the  only 
road  to  safety. 

And  let  us  have  a  brotherhood  of  racial 
equality  of  life,  not  of  murder.  Race  preju¬ 
dices  and  war  are  twin  evils  and  as  closely 
related  as  twins. 

My  husband  and  family  join  me  in  thank¬ 
ing  you  and  in  sending  you  our  hopes  for 
peace  and  brotherhood,  both  here  and  the 
world  over. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Dorothy  D.  Busiek. 

Just  how  important  and  vital  the  Reserves 
program  is  for  our  defense  was  demon¬ 
strated  when  Mr.  Vinson  dropped  it  (for  the 
time  being,  anyhow)  rather  than  allow  racial 
equality. 

Dallas,  Tex.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  This  is  to  congratulate  you 
upon  helping  to  defeat  bill  H.  R.  5297. 

This  country  needs  an  effective  defense 
but  not  one  that  puts  the  country  into  the 
hands  of  the  militarists. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Glenn  Flinn. 

Philadelphia,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  May  I  thank  you  and 
congratulate  you  on  your  amendment  to 
H.  R.  5297  which  prevented  the  vote.  You 
have  really  put  the  spotlight  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  how  much  we  mean  when  we  talk 
of  no  segregation  in  the  Armed  Forces.  And 
in  addition,  you  have  proved  that  this  UMT 
bill  is  not  essential  to  national  defense  (or 
Vinson  would  not  have  sidetracked  it),  but 
is  fundamentally  a  plan  of  the  Pentagon  to 
increase  its  control  over  American  life.  I 
hope  you  will  continue  your  opposition  to 
any  such  bill  in  all  its  features. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Emily  C.  Johnson. 

Fellowship  Church, 

San  Francisco,  Calif.,  June  11,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Representative  Powell:  We 
strongly  urge  that  you  not  accept  any  com¬ 
promise  which  would  permit  men  to  be  as¬ 
signed  to  State  National  Guard  units  where 
there  is  any  segregation. 

This  is  relevant  to  the  morale  of  our 
Armed  Forces. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Dryden  L.  Phelps,  Minister. 


Morgan  Hill,  Calif.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  heartily  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  really  prevented  the  passage  of 
the  compulsory  Reserve  bill,  No.  5297. 

We  fully  agree  that  racial  segregation 
must  be  ended  and  also  that  our  Govern¬ 
ment  must  work  more  consistently  for  peace 
and  disarmament  instead  of  placing  so  much 
emphasis  on  militarism. 

May  your  opposition  forces  stand  firm  and 
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keep  this  bill,  which  Is  so  contrary  to  the 
real  American  tradition,  from  passing. 

Sincerely  yours. 

A.  W.  Billing, 

Mabel  S.  Billing. 

Albion  College, 
Albion,  Mich.,  June  10,  1955, 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Congratulations  on 
your  courageous  attack  on  the  President’s 
Reserve  plan. 

I  thought  you  might  be  interested  in  the 
letter  which  X  am  sending  to  President  Eis¬ 
enhower.  Enclosed  find  a  carbon  copy. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Arthur  W.  Monk,  Ph.  D., 
Associate  Professor  of  Philosophy. 

June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower, 

President  of  the  United  States, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Your  Excellency:  Your  new  endeavor  to 
force  a  sugar-coated  TJMT  program  on  the 
American  people  is  most  unfortunate  for 
three  reasons:  (1)  it  will  lead  toward  the 
prussianization  of  America;  (2)  it  will  pro¬ 
mote  racial  discrimination;  and  (3)  it  will 
convince  the  rest  of  the  world  that  we  are 
warlike.  In  a  time  like  this  when  even  the 
Russians  are  making  peace  gestures  which 
may  be  sincere,  we  cannot  afford  to  give  this 
kind  of  impression. 

As  a  churchman  you  undoubtedly  are 
aware  of  the  fact  that  most  church  groups 
are  strongly  opposed  to  your  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram;  and  as  an  educator  you  must  also  be 
aware  of  the  opposition  of  many  of  our  most 
thoughtful  educators. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Arthur  W.  Munk,  Ph.  D. 

Barrow  Co., 

Austin,  Tex.,  June  9,  1955. 
Mr.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  happy  that  H.  R. 
5297  has  been  tabled  because  of  your  amend¬ 
ment  to  end  segregation.  I  feel  that  your 
amendment  was  a  good  one — though  I  am 
heartily  against  the  bill,  as  it  seems  to  be  a 
dishonest  and  un-American  attempt  to  foist 
TJMT  on  us,  and  especially  our  young  men. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ethel  G.  Barrow. 

Madison,  Wis.,  June  10,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  been  very  much  interested 
in  your  opposition  to  the  Reserve  bill  on  the 
grounds  of  segregation.  I  hope  that  you  will 
continue  to  oppose  all  bills  which  directly  or 
indirectly  recognize  segregation. 

I  hope  that  you  will  come  also  to  the  point 
of  opposing  compulsory  military  training  on 
principle.  To  my  mind,  compulsory  armies 
are  bad  both  from  a  democratic  and  a  mili¬ 
tary  point  of  view  because  of  the  enforced 
regimentation  of  thinking  and  acting  upon 
young  men  at  a  formative  age.  The  stultify¬ 
ing  influence  may  in  the  end  make  us  weaker 
rather  than  stronger. 

I  trust  that  you  will  not  weaken  in  your 
opposition  to  the  bills. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Anna  Mae  Davis. 

Rolette,  N.  Dak.,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  You  really  stopped  a 
flood  of  iniquity  with  your  amendment  to 
end  racial  segregation  in  the  compulsory 
UMT  Reserve  bill  legislation.  This  amend¬ 
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ment  really  prevented  the  nefarious  H.  R. 
5297  bill  from  becoming  law.  I  most  heartily 
commend  and  thank  you  for  stopping  this 
Niagara  of  liberty  and  peace  destroying  flood, 
which  had  its  source  in  the  Pentagon  laby¬ 
rinth.  Thank  you. 

If  the  militarists  think  they  have  any 
chance  to  pass  this  compulsory  UMT  Reserve 
bill  they  will  try  again.  Please  fight  this  bill 
again  with  all  the  strength  and  ability  which 
God  has  so  richly  given  to  you. 

This  proposed  legislation  is  compulsory 
and  whoever  says  it  is  not,  is  either  incapa¬ 
ble  of  understanding  what  is  in  the  bill,  or 
false  and  deceitful. 

Let  racial  segregation  be  abolished  and  let 
the  American  way  with  liberty  and  personal 
dignity  be  revived. 

We  must  be  eternally  vigilant  and  alert. 
We  must  not  let  the  militarists  steal  our  lib¬ 
erty  to  make  more  jobs  and  more  power  to 
military  officers. 

Let  the  spirit  of  Daniel  Webster  sway  the 
minds  and  the  hearts  of  all  Members  of 
Congress — let  Webster’s  penetrating  search¬ 
light  be  focused  on  our  beloved  Constitution 
and  may  all  who  care  to  see,  learn  that  all 
compulsory  military  conscription  laws  are, 
and  should  be  unconstitutional. 

Sincerely, 

Alfred  Thompson. 

The  Worry  Clinic 
(By  George  W.  Crane) 

Uncle  Sam  has  undermined  the  authority 
of  all  parents  of  teen-agers,  as  well  as  their 
schoolteachers.  That  is  the  chief  under¬ 
lying  cause  of  the  rising  juvenile  delin¬ 
quency  and  vandalism  nowadays.  It  is  also 
unfair  to  the  Army  and  Navy  to  continue  14 
years  of  the  draft. 

Case  L-345:  Clark  J.,  31,  is  a  popular 
clergyman. 

“Dr.  Crane,  why  are  vandalism  and  juven¬ 
ile  delinquency  so  pronounced  nowadays?” 
he  inquired  at  a  ministerial  meeting  I  re¬ 
cently  addressed. 

"Actually,  statistics  show  that  more  people 
are  members  of  churches  today  than  ever 
before,  and  the  percentages  are  rising 
steadily. 

“So  what  is  the  underlying  cause?  Is 
it  the  long-drawn-out  period  of  wax?  We 
clergymen  would  like  to  have  your  opinion 
as  a  practical  psychologist.” 

TEEN-AGE  UNREST 

There  are  several  causes  underlying  delin¬ 
quency,  but  Clark  has  put  his  finger  on  a 
major  one  when  he  mentions  the  war. 

If  you  adult  readers  are  not  in  close  touch 
with  teen-agers,  you  may  fail  to  realize  the 
mental  turmoil  in  which  the  boys  find  them¬ 
selves. 

P.  D.  Roosevelt  started  drafting  American 
youth  in  October,  1940,  and  we  have  had  the 
threat  of  draft  over  the  heads  of  all  young 
males  ever  since. 

Please  remember,  too,  that  the  draft  is  in 
its  14th  year.  Never  in  our  entire  previous 
history  have  American  boys  been  under  such 
a  prolonged  sword  of  Damocles. 

Even  the  Revolutionary  War  lasted  but  8 
years.  The  Civil  War  ran  for  4,  and  World 
War  I  was  a  2-year  affair. 

This  continual  14-year  threat  of  being 
jerked  out  of  school  or  from  a  good  job  by 
an  omnipotent  Uncle  Sam  and  thrust  into 
a  fox-hole  in  some  foreign  land  is  very  bad 
for  youth. 

UNCLE  SAM  VERSUS  PARENTS 

For  the  teen-ager  begins  to  realize,  even 
before  he  is  well  launched  into  high  school, 
that  Uncle  Sam’s  power  transcends  that  of 
dad  and  mother.  Thus,  the  boy  begins  to 
disregard  his  parents’  authority  prema¬ 
turely. 

For  he  knows  they  are  powerless  over  him, 
or  at  least  soon  will  be. 


By  the  same  token,  when  Uncle  Sam’s 
power  is  flaunted  above  that  of  his  high- 
school  teachers  and  vocational  advisers,  then 
the  influence  of  those  same  teachers  also  be¬ 
comes  less. 

I  am  not  generalizing,  for  I’ve  had  tens 
of  thousands  of  letters  from  young  people 
about  this  matter.  And  I  have  personally 
counseled  with  hundreds  of  high  schoolers 
and  college  men. 

The  young  men  nowadays  can’t  make 
plans  for  the  future,  for  they  don’t  know 
when  Washington,  D.  C.,  may  change  their 
draft  status. 

Employers  will  not  hire  them,  either, 
when  they  learn  they  are  subject  to  induc¬ 
tion  at  any  moment. 

Even  those  in  college  begin  to  fall  in  their 
grades,  because  of  their  uncertainty  over 
the  future. 

Others  drop  out  of  college,  even  in  their 
senior  year,  because  they  can’t  take  this 
continual  threat  which  prevents  their 
making  any  serious  plans  even  6  months 
ahead. 

ATTENTION,  CONGRESS 

One  of  the  quickest  ways  to  lower  vandal¬ 
ism  and  juvenile  delinquency  will  be  for  our 
Congress  to  terminate  the  draft  and  get  our 
military  forces  back  on  a  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ment  basis. 

Military  training  can  be  made  an  attrac¬ 
tive  career  if  it  is  “sold”  properly,  as  per  our 
American  business  methods. 

But  to  let  the  draft  drag  on  into  its  14th 
year  simply  demoralizes  youth,  promotes 
delinquency  and  mental  breakdowns  (ask 
any  psychiatrist),  and  creates  further  dis¬ 
taste  for  the  Army  and  Navy  and  Air  Corps. 

For  “compulsion”  arouses  animosity,  and 
it  is  really  unfair  to  the  military  forces  for 
them  to  be  incurring  the  growing  ill  will 
because  of  “forced  labor,”  even  under  the 
guise  of  military  defense. 

Compulsion  is  necessary  in  time  of  active 
war,  but  it  becomes  a  grave  psychological 
danger  in  peace  time. 

Berkeley,  Calif.,  June  9,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  This  is  to  ex¬ 
press  my  satisfaction  in  your  amendment  to 
H.  R.  5297.  Not  only  has  it  revealed  that 
human  equality  is  an  “extraneous”  matter 
in  the  eyes  of  the  President,  relatively  speak¬ 
ing,  but  it  also  shows  that  the  arch-mili¬ 
tarists  in  Congress  are  even  more  arch-in¬ 
equality.  Keep  up  the  good  fight. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Miss.)  Edith  J.  Coggins. 

Penn  Yan,  N.  Y.,  June  5,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  ending  segregation 
in  the  National  Guard  in  27  States,  into 
the  compulsory  Reserve  bill  H.  R.  5297.  I 
most  sincerely  hope  this  bill  (the  conscrip¬ 
tion  section)  will  not  pass  as  I  believe  it  to 
be  un-Christian  and  un-American. 

Sincerely, 

Mona  G.  Barrus. 


Leadership  Conference  on 

Civil  Rights, 

New  York,  N.  Y„  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Adam:  I  thought  that  you  would  be 
interested  and  possibly  find  some  use  for 
the  enclosed  release.  I  think  it  is  somewhat 
ironical,  in  view  of  the  President’s  remarks, 
that  the  Pentagon  is  trying  to  attach  the 
military  Reserve  bill  to  the  Selective  Service 
Act — as  a  rider. 

Best  personal  regards. 

Cordially. 

Arnold  Aronson,  Secretary. 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8371 


American  Veterans  Committee, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  10,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  have  en¬ 
closed  herewith  a  blind  copy  of  my  letter  to 
President  Eisenhower  for  your  information. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  continue  your 
efforts  to  have  integration  in  the  Reserve  in 
the  South. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Robert  A.  Thompson. 

Apollo,  Pa.,  June  12,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Hello.  We  have  heard  the  President  is 
asking  revival  of  the  compulsory  Reserve 
bill. 

We  hope  you  will  not  compromise  on  this 
segregation  in  National  Guard  units. 

If  our  Nation’s  security  is  so  much  in 
Jeopardy  anyone  should  do  what  is  neces¬ 
sary  even  if  he  must  work  or  fight  along¬ 
side  another  whose  color  may  not  be  the 
same  shade  as  his  own. 

A  lot  of  this  scare  stuff  will  not  stand  the 
light  of  day. 

I  thank  you. 

H.  Clair  George. 

Berkeley,  Calef.,  June  12,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building,, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  I  urge  you 
not  to  accept  any  compromise  that  would 
permit  men  to  be  assigned  to  State  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  or  Reserve  units  where  there 
is  any  segregation. 

If  we  renounce  democracy  to  fight  com¬ 
munism,  what  have  we  gained?  Stick  to 
your  guns. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Suzanne  Reichard. 

Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  June  13,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell,  Jr., 

The  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman:  I  have  read  press  re¬ 
ports  of  attempts  by  President  Eisenhower 
and  others  to  dissuade  you  from  pressing 
for  the  inclusion  of  your  antisegregation 
amendment  to  the  manpower  Reserve  bill 
in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  applaud  your  refusal  to  yield  this  point. 
Is  segregation  so  sweet  or  jim  crowism  so 
dear  as  to  be  purchased  at  the  price  of  mili¬ 
tary  preparedness.  This  is  the  issue,  I  think, 
Congress  must  decide. 

Very  truly  yours, 

GWENDOLYN  YOUNG. 

Troy,  N.  Y.,  June  12,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  May  I  thank  you  sin¬ 
cerely  for  the  amendment  which  you  pro¬ 
posed  to  H.  R.  5297? 

I  am  a  public  teacher  of  nonsegregated— 
thank  God' — teenagers.  I  know  I  should  not 
be  comfortable  earning  my  living  anywhere 
where  segregation  is  practiced. 

In  addition,  I  am  opposed  to  any  form  of 
military  compulsion.  My  ancestors  came 
from  Germany  and  though  I  teach  their 
language,  I  draw  the  line  at  any  hint  of 
militarism. 

So  I  have  double  reason  to  rejoice  in  the 
defeat,  if  only  temporary,  of  this  bill. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Helen  Ott. 


Chicago,  III.,  June  13,  1955, 
Representative  A.  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Some  good  things  come  from 
New  York  and  you  are  one  of  the  best.  Not, 
that  you  are  a  thing,  however. 

I  want  to  congratulate  you  for  introducing 
the  amendment  which  really  presented  the 
passage  of  horrible  H.  R.  5297.  Certainly 
your  amendment  proves  that  this  bill  is  not 
essential  to  national  defense  in  the  minds 
of  southern  militarists  like  Vinson,  or  they 
would  not  have  sidetracked  it  because  of 
your  one  amendment. 

How  I  wish  th&t  this  bill  would  be  shelved 
permanently.  It  is  utterly  ridiculous  in  so 
many  ways. 

I  cannot  understand  Eisenhower’s  posi¬ 
tion.  How  can  he  be.  so  strongly  in  favor  of 
this  bill  and  yet  come  out  for  the  kind  of 
peace  and  disarmament  program  which  he 
says  he  wants.  The  two  just  don’t  go  hand 
in  hand.  It  reminds  me  of  the  Bible  pas¬ 
sage:  "No  man  can  serve  two  masters.” 

Have  you  seen  a  copy  of  the  Quaker  book¬ 
let  “Speak  Truth  to  Power.”  There  is  so 
much  insanity  among  the  militarists.  Please 
help  to  clear  the  air  and  gather  the  sense  of 
the  people  you  are  trying  to  lead.  We  want 
peace  and  not  in  sheep’s  clothing  of  huge 
military  preparedness  and  every  I6-year-old 
militarized  and  desensitized  that  killing  is 
“the  thing.” 

Sincerely  yours, 

Dorothy  Troutman. 


Fresno,  Calif.,  June  11,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Let  me  be  among  the  many  to 
congratulate  you  on  your  amendment  to 
end  racial  segregation  in  the  National  Guard. 

I  am  a  white  but  I  belong  to  some  organi¬ 
zations  that  are  working  toward  the  end  of 
segregation. 

I  also  wish  to  say  thanks,  because  your 
amendment  obviously  caused  the  House  to 
temporarily  sidetrack,  H.  R.  5297  which  I 
consider  against  the  best  interests  of  the 
United  States  of  America.,  the  peace  of  the 
world  and  also  every  one  involved,  unless  its 
the  beer  and  armament  makers.  We  have 
always  superior  soldiers  in  America,  because 
they  went  of  their  own  volition,  instead  of 
being  forced  to  go.  Also  the  guns  that  we 
buy  today  are  obsolete  tomorrow,  so  we 
throw  them  away  and  buy  some  new  ones. 

Against  the  guided  missiles  and  H-bombs, 
foot  soldiers,  1  million  or  1  hundred  times 
that  many  would  be  useless  and  the  costs  are 
staggering  to  contemplate. 

Gratefully, 

Homer  C.  Noce. 

Paris,  France,  June  7,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  This  letter  is  to  urge  you  to 
fight,  as  strongly  as  is  within  your  means, 
any  cut  in  the  appropriations  for  USIA  in 
Europe.  My  last  letter,  unintentionally,  of 
course,  as  I  have  no  connection  with  USIA, 
or  obligation  to  it  personally,  was  to  point 
out  to  you  the  fine  job  they  are  doing 
for  the  people  of  the  United  States  here  in 
Europe  on  such  pitifully  insufficient  funds. 

Any  further  cuts  could  have  terrible  effects 
here.  Many  long,  hard,  sometimes  disap¬ 
pointing,  hours  are  spent  by  a  few  thou¬ 
sand  devoted  Americans  to  build  a  reputa¬ 
tion  for  the  United  States  as  having  a  cul¬ 
tural  level  worthy  of  respect. 

Thank  you  for  your  deep  interest  in  me, 
and  I  hope  you  find  also  interesting  my 
observations  from  here  in  the  middle  of 
the  scene. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Gregory  Simms. 


Walcott  Memorial 
Presbyterian  Church, 

Hew  York  Mills,  N.  Y.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  Representative  from  New 
York,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  This  is  a  note  to  com¬ 
mend  and  thank  you  for  introducing  the 
amendment  to  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill, 
that  would  have  ended  racial  segregation 
in  the  National  Guard.  I  hope  that  if  the 
bill  is  brought  in  again,  as  the  President 
wishes,  the  same  provision  will  be  attached 
to  it.  Certainly,  if  the  Southern  Representa¬ 
tives  believed  that  the  security  of  the  Nation 
required  the  adoption  of  such  a  law  as  this 
Reserve  bill  provides,  they  would  not  allow 
the  matter  of  ending  segregation  in  the 
services,  to  stand  in  the  way  of  its  adoption. 

I  have  long  been  an  admirer  of  yours,  and 
am  glad  that  you  were  able  in  an  unofficial 
capacity  to  represent  our  country  at  the  re¬ 
cent  Bandung  conference  of  the  Asian  and 
African  peoples. 

Very  sincerely, 

Howard  Worthen  Wylie. 

Hamden,  Conn.,  June  9,  1955. 
Dear  Mr.  Powell:  You  are  to  be  con¬ 
gratulated  on  your  amendment  to  the  Re¬ 
serve  training  bill  to  eliminate  racial  segre¬ 
gation  in  the  Reserves.  In  view  of  the 
Supreme  Court’s  decision  in  regard  to  segre¬ 
gation  in  education,  it  would  certainly  seem 
that  it  should  be  eliminated  everywhere. 

We  can  be  faced  with  no  emergency  so 
great  at  the  present  time  that  would  warrant 
sidestepping  this  issue.  If  the  bill  is  debated, 

I  hope  your  amendment  stands. 

Yours  truly, 

Orpah  S.  Blazier. 

Chicago,  III.,  June  11,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir  :  Please  use  your  influence  to  pre¬ 
vent  any  compromise  on  your  amendment  on 
segregation. 

This  Reserve  bill  is  a  phony  anyway.  It  is 
UMT  in  disguise.  It  doesn’t  give  us  defense, 
but  military  control  of  our  youth  by  the 
Pentagon. 

Keep  up  the  good  fight. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Erling  H.  Lunde. 

Grace  Cathedral, 
Topeka,  Kans.,  June  6,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Let  me  con¬ 
gratulate  you  upon  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  that  prevented  the  passage  of  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill  H.  R.  5297.  It  is  quite 
obvious  that  in  the  minds  of  southern  mili¬ 
tarists  like  Mr.  Vinson,  that  this  bill  is  not 
essential  to  national  defense.  If  they  had 
thought  it  was  essential  to  national  defense 
they  would  not  have  sidetracked  it  because  of 
your  amendment. 

I  greatly  appreciate  your  wisdom  and  po¬ 
litical  insight. 

With  every  good  wish,  I  am. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

John  Warren  Day, 

Dean,  Grace  Cathedral. 

Heigh-Ho  Lodge, 
Cresco,  Pa.,  June  10,  1955. 
Re  H.  R.  5297,  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 
Representative  A.  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  Please  know 
that  all  free-thinking  Americans  are  behind 
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you  to  stand  firm  and  accept  no  compromise 
on  the  segregation  matter  as  regards  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

You  will  be  doing  the  Nation  as  a  whole, 
a  double  service  in  a  badly  needed  lesson  In 
personal  freedoms.  In  the  first  place  if  we 
ask  a  man  to  fight,  he  deserves  equal  status 
across  the  board.  In  the  second  place  no 
one  should  be  compelled  to  serve  against  his 
will  and  this  bill  Is  loaded  with  compulsion. 

Compulsion  is  not  freedom  and  we  should 
fight  It.  God  speed  and  good  success  in  your 
stand.  If  there  Is  anything  I  can  do  to  help, 
please  let  me  know. 

Yours  for  health,  truth  (which  is  freedom 
from  the  monopoly  of  medicine). 

Paul  Brenn. 

Columbia  University, 
in  the  City  of  New  York, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  June  9,  1955. 
Congressman  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell  :  I  want  to  com¬ 
mend  you  for  your  stand  against  segregation 
in  the  proposed  defense  and  Reserve  legis¬ 
lation.  You  have  been  most  helpful  also  in 
averting  this  measure  which  might  mean  an 
entering  wedge  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  further  militarization  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  Please  do  not  accept  any  compromise 
which  would  permit  men  to  be  assigned  to 
State  National  Guard  units  where  there  is 
any  segregation. 

Faithfully  yours, 

Isidor  B.  Hoffman. 
Rochester,  N.  Y.,  June  8, 1955. 

Re  UMT. 

Hon.  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  Representative, 

Congressional  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman:  Congratulations  on 
your  continued  fight  against  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  Keep  it  up. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Lester  H.  Rappaport. 

First  Church  of  the  Brethren, 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Powell,  Jr., 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  We  want  to 
congratulate  you  for  your  introducing  the 
amendment  to  shelve  racial  segregation  in 
the  National  Guard  which  was  added  to  the 
UMT  Ready  Reserve  bill.  We  are  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  racial  segregation  and  the  UMT 
bill  itself  and  are  happy  that  your  good 
amendment  helped  to  kill  a  bad  bill. 

Cordially  yours, 

Robert  and  Myrna  Gemmer. 

Morris,  N.  Y.,  June  6,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

United  States  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  This  is  a  short  note  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  prevented  the  passage  of  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

This  amendment  exposed  the  bill  for  what 
it  really  is;  namely,  an  instrument  to  give 
the  militarists  a  stronger  grip  on  our  coun¬ 
try  rather  than  a  means  of  national  defense. 
Or  if  it  were  a  means  of  defense,  it  exposed 
the  Southern  militarists  as  giving  higher 
priority  to  their  own  immature  hatred  of 
the  Negroes  than  to  the  safety  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  their  own  country  and  thereby  being 
unfit  for  the  high  office  that  they  hold  as 
Representatives  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

Congratulations.  Millions  of  people  are 
backing  you  up.  Do  not  retreat  from  your 
stand. 

Yours  truly, 

Leigh  H.  Barrus. 


June  10,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Though  I'm  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  (not  your  State)  I’m  moved  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  on  the  splendid  work  you  are 
doing  in  your  attempts  and  efforts  to  end 
segregation  in  all  components  of  our  mili¬ 
tary. 

Presently,  I  am  in  the  Armed  Forces,  the 
Army.  The  military  is  doing  well  with  the 
lack  of  segregation.  However,  the  civilian 
population  is  socially  behind  (in  time)  the 
military.  In  Baltimore  I  was  more  than  once- 
discouraged  by  the  local  refusal  of  places  of 
entertainment,  etc.,  to  treat  our  servicemen 
like  fellow  citizens  in  good  standing.  This 
was  specially  disagreeable  since  one  of  my 
friends  was  a  colored  boy  from  San  Bernar¬ 
dino,  Calif. 

It  would  not  be  out  of  step  with  our  pro¬ 
fessed  democratic  ideals  to  introduce  a  bill 
prohibiting  refusal  of  service  to  anybody  in 
uniform.  After  all,  these  boys  are  serving 
the  country. 

At  least,  further  demands  for  personal 
rights  might  encourage  those  opposed  to 
your  present  proposals  to  your  present  de¬ 
mands  and  still  point  out  to  their  folks 
(southern  or  otherwise)  that  more  drastic 
measures  were  deefated. 

Sincerely, 

Cruz  Reynoso, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  and  Whittier,  Calif. 


Belleville,  III.,  June  3,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  thank  you  for 
the  amendment  which  defeated  H.  R.  5297. 
The  people  who  do  not  oppose  segregation 
have  showed  us  they  do  not  value  this  de¬ 
fense  measure  very  highly  if  they  would  see 
it  defeated  on  these  grounds.  I  don’t  think 
our  country  deserves  to  be  defended  on  a 
policy  of  segregation.  It  is  high  time  in 
this  troubled  world  to  be  sure  we  are  on  the 
side  of  what  is  right  and  fair  to  everyone 
and  trust  God  somewhat  to  help  us  defend 
that  right  rather  than  doing  what  seems 
most  expedient  in  the  minds  of  selfish  peo¬ 
ple.  This  time  you  were  in  the  right,  and 
the  measure  which  was  defeated  must  have 
been  wrong.  Thank  you. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Elsie  Swarm. 


Charleston,  S.  C„  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  express  my 
personal  thanks  to  you  for  introducing  the 
amendment  which  prevented  passage  of 
5297  on  its  previous  consideration  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  Although  I  am  largely 
opposed  to  the  bill  itself,  I  also  think  that 
segregation,  racial  or  otherwise,  is  un-Chris¬ 
tian;  and  I  admire  your  courage  in  backing 
that  stand. 

To  me,  as  to  others  I  have  talked  with, 
the  fact  that  this  amendment  sidetracked 
the  bill  for  the  time  being  proves  that  it  is 
not  essential  even  in  the  minds  of  such  men 
as  Representative  Vinson. 

Keep  up  the  good  Work. 

Sincerely  yours, 

David  M.  Hadley. 


First  Methodist  Church, 
Redding,  Calif.,  June  9,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Congratulations  to  you 
on  your  courageous,  American,  and  Chris¬ 
tian  amendment  to  H.  R.  5297.  The  people 
of  this  Nation,  and  all  peace-loving  citizens, 
are  with  you  in  great  majority,  I  am  confi¬ 
dent. 

I  feel  that  this  bill  is  not  essential  to  the 
national  defense,  is  un-American  in  its  com¬ 
pulsory  aspects,  and  should  be  defeated. 

If  it  is  to  be  enacted,  you  are  perfectly 
right,  that  one  of  the  changes  must  be  the 


end  of  racial  segregation  in  the  National 
Guard. 

Keep  up  the  good  work. 

Sincerely, 

Rev.  Ernest  J.  Troutner. 

Rayne  Memorial  Methodist  Church, 

New  Orleans,  La.,  June  10,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  May  I  take  a  brief  mo¬ 
ment  of  your  time  to  send  my  sincerest  con¬ 
gratulations  to  you  for  .  introducing  the 
amendment  to  end  segregation  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  in  27  States.  It  is  an  indica¬ 
tion  that  the  southerners  do  not  believe  that 
military  preparedness  is  the  most  important 
thing  for  our  Nation. 

I  hope  that  the  bill  will  stay  shelved  and 
will  not  be  brought  up  again.  Many  people 
have  been  misled  into  thinking  that  the 
bill,  H.  R.  5297,  was  a  voluntary  bill.  Thank 
you  for  your  alertness  in  representing  those 
of  us  who  do  not  want  to  see  militarism 
settled  on  the  American  people. 

With  best  wishes,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

George  W.  Pool,  III. 


Marin  Junior  College, 
Kentfield,  Calif.,  June  9,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Congratulations  on  the  intelli¬ 
gent  manner  in  which  you  opposed  H.  R. 
5297. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  we  need  to  be 
prepared  for  any  situation  that  may  de¬ 
velop,  but  H.  R.  5297  is  not  the  way  to  do 
it. 

Sincerely, 

Ward  H.  Austin. 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  11,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  In  your  efforts  as  a  Rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  people  of  Manhattan,  you 
are  doing  a  creditable  job.  I  appreciate  your 
efforts  in  combating  segregation.  The  rider 
that  you  attached  to  the  Reserve  bill  was 
quite  timely.  However,  I  do  not  hold  your 
principle  of  not  assigning  troops  of  Negro 
extraction  to  bias  Reserve  units. 

If  we  are  going  to  win  complete  liberty 
we  must  do  so  in  the  area  in  which  anti¬ 
segregation  is  practiced.  The  history  of  our 
people  is  one  of  struggle  and  sacrific.  There¬ 
fore,  let  us  continue  the  fight  for  equality, 
but  based  upon  love  and  sacrifice.  May  God 
give  you  the  grace  to  execute  your  office,  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Sincerely, 

A.  F.  Thomas,  Jr. 


Modesto,  Calif.,  June  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  know  little  of  you  ex¬ 
cept  that  you  are  apparently  a  sincere  Negro. 
Your  amendment  to  end  segregation  in  the 
National  Guard  was  a  worthy  idea.  Let  me 
say  I  hope  you  will  always,  as  a  fair  man, 
be  able  to  stand  for  equal  rights  for  all 
men. 

The  fact  that  a  militarist  like  Vinson 
feels  that  segregation  is  more  important 
than  the  bill  indicates  to  me  that  the  bill 
is  not  essential  to  national  defense.  I  hope 
that  you  will  oppose  the  compulsory  reserve 
bill,  H.  R.  5297,  both  for  racial  Inequities 
and  other  injustices,  such  as  veterans  of 
2  years’  training  having  to  come  back  for 
periods  of  45  days  each  year. 

Sincerely, 

John  Downing. 

White  Plains,  N.  Y.,  June  9,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington.  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  exceedingly  gratified  at 
the  success  of  your  recent  motion  in  the 
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House  so  to  amend  the  UMT  and  Reserve 
legislation  as  to  forbid  racial  segregation  in 
any  of  the  groups  affected  by  that  legisla¬ 
tion. 

You  have  thus  helped  us  to  take  one  more 
step  forward  in  our  efforts  to  erase  the  dis¬ 
grace  of  racial  segregation  from  our  body 
politics,  and  to  establish  official  recognition 
of  the  equality  of  all  human  beings  regard¬ 
less  of  race  or  color.  It  is  especially  grati¬ 
fying  that  one  of  your  race  was  able  to  take 
the  initiative  in  this  matter,  and  that  so 
many  of  our  white  brethren  joined  forces 
with  you.  A  long  struggle  lies  before  you, 
and  I  wish  you  all  strength  of  body,  mind, 
and  spirit  to  carry  it  forward. 

I  also  rejoice  in  your  success  because  it 
places  another  barrier  in  the  way  of  the 
proposed  UMT  and  compulsory  Reserve  leg¬ 
islation.  I  do  not  know  your  personal  atti¬ 
tude  on  this  matter.  The  problems  it  poses 
are  many,  complex,  and  baffling.  But  I  am 
definitely  and  strongly  opposed  to  it.  War, 
a  big  military  buildup,  preparedness  for  war, 
especially  modern  all-out  war,  will  not  pro¬ 
tect  our  country  nor  will  it  bring  in  or 
maintain  peace,  as  I  see  it.  Our  enemy  will 
build  up  his  own  forces,  defensively,  as  we 
do,  just  as  much  as  we  do.  It  is  like  two 
huge  giants  bullying  each  other,  until  some¬ 
thing  trips  them  up  and  they  crash  together 
into  world  war  III,  especially  as  there  are 
so  many  persons  on  each  side  who  con¬ 
stantly  make  remarks  that  arouse  fear,  hate, 
defiance,  and  hostility,  in  the  Government, 
the  Armed  Forces,  Congress,  the  politicians, 
even  the  church,  on  radio,  and  in  the  press, 
even  in  the  commercial  advertisings.  This 
UMT  legislation  would  give  each  successive 
generation  of  our  young  men  intensive  train¬ 
ing,  practice,  and  indoctrination  in  the  be¬ 
lief  that  military  power  works  for  peace, 
which  I  believe  is  not  true.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  weakens  the  efforts  of  those  who 
believe,  as  I  do,  that  sincere  peaceful  nego¬ 
tiations  of  disputes,  efforts  to  understand 
and  get  along  with  our  adversaries,  efforts  to 
remove  causes  of  war,  hate,  friction  (like 
the  arms  race),  and  not,  least  of  all,  the 
efforts  to  relieve  the  miseries  and  needs  and 
discontent  of  the  underprivileged  75  percent 
of  the  human  race,  at  home  here  and 
abroad — it  weakens  the  efforts  of  those  who 
are  trying  to  bring  these  things  about,  and 
tends  to  make  our  young  men(  and  us  adults 
also)  regard  such  people  as  crackpots  and 
fools  and  cowards — but  the  real  point  is 
not  that  people  revile  them  and  persecute 
them  and  speak  all  manner  of  evil  against 
them,  falsely,  but  that  the  whole  human 
race  suffers— for  the  evil  of  war  is  not  so 
much  the  loss  of  life  and  health  and  essen¬ 
tial  human  resources.  It  is  the  terrible  dis¬ 
ruption  of  human  life,  social,  moral,  spir¬ 
itual — the  family  life,  especially  the  lives 
of  little  children;  the  disrupting  of  the  life 
of  the  human  family;  the  whole  crop  of 
misunderstandings,  and  lies  and  hate  and 
ruinous  propaganda  that  is  bred — especially 
that  mixture  of  truth  and  falseness,  of  par¬ 
tial  truth  with  half-truth,  of  straight  truth 
with  perverted  truth — and,  of  course,  the 
whole  concept  of  human  brotherhood,  which, 
as  we  are  each  and  all,  God’s  children,  can 
never  be  broken  except  in  our  mistaken 
thinking. 

I  hope  you  will  pardon  me  for  breaking 
loose  in  this  way;  but  I  believe  you  will 
understand  me.  I  do  feel  that  somehow  we 
must  see  and  aim  at  our  goal,  and  press 
ahead,  with  wisdom  and  understanding  as 
God  gives  us  to  see  the  hight  at  any  given 
moment,  even  though  we  can  not  answer 
all  the  questions. 

Yours  for  peace  and  good  will  among  all 
men  everywhere. 

Sincerely, 

Harwood  Hoadley. 


The  Methodist  Board  of  Temperance, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  June  2,^955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell,  Jr., 
House  o/  Representatives  Office  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell  :  This  is  just  a  brief  note 
to  express  to  you  my  appreciation  for  your 
keen  sense  of  Judgment  exhibited  in  your 
amendment  to  the  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

Your  continued  leadership  in  fundamental 
principles  involving  civil  rights  will  be  ap¬ 
preciated  by  not  only  your  constituents  but 
also  a  number  of  citizens  at  large. 

Thank  you  again. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Donald  Kuhn. 

Evansville,  Ind.,  May  30,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  feel  quite  sure  that 
many  people  over  our  country  are  grateful  to 
you  for  your  efforts  to  defeat  the  national 
Reserve  plan.  May  our  Nation  never  be  bur¬ 
dened  with  such  a  military  program. 

I  also  agree  with  you  that  there  must  be 
no  segregation  in  our  country  if  we  wish  to 
show  the  world  the  way  to  permanent  peace. 
We  are  regarded  as  a  Christian  Nation.  We 
should  practice  equality  before  we  lose  face 
in  the  sight  of  non-Christian  nations. 

May  you  continue  to  receive  wisdom  and 
courage  to  keep  on  with  your  good  work. 

Sincerely  yours, 

(Mrs.)  Ruth  L.  Stahl. 


The  Green  Door, 

House  of  Gifts  and  Books, 

Rock  Hill,  S.  C„  May  30,  1955. 
Representative  ApAM  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  congratulate  you  for 
introducing  the  amendment  which  un¬ 
masked  the  southern  militarists.  The  bill  in 
favor  of  UMT  is  evidently  not  essential  to 
defense  in  the  minds  of  the  southern  mili¬ 
tarists.  I  thank  you. 

Yours  sincerely, 

J.  R.  Walker, 

Retired  Methodist  Minister  and  Teacher. 

First  Methodist  Church 

oi  Los  Gatos,  Calif, 

June  4,  1955. 

Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
United  States  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Just  this  note 
to  let  you  know  that  many  of  us  out  this 
way  are  heartened  with  the  postponement  of 
H.  R.  5297,  not  only  for  the  cause  you  were 
defending,  but  because  we  oppose  the  bill. 
We  are  looking  to  you  and  others  like  you  to 
lead  us  in  a  creative  attempt  for  peace,  not 
war. 

We  believe  that  America  should  lead  in 
working  through  the  U.  N.  organization  and 
in  disarmament  rather  than  the  extension 
of  armaments. 

Let’s  find  another  way  than  war. 

Sincerely, 

Romain  A.  Swedenburg. 

North  Liberty,  Ind.,  June  7,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Thank  you  so  much  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  which  really  pre¬ 
vented  the  passage  of  H.  R.  5297.  I  was  glad 
to  read  also  in  the  Congressional  Record 
your  courageous  statements  against  this  un- 
Christian,  undemocratic,  and,  therefore,  un- 
American  bill. 

It  is  ironical  that  a  nation  as  fine  as  ours 
where  freedom  is  our  heritage  still  has  racial 


segregation.  I  am  ashamed  this  is  so.  It  is 
also  ironical  for  America  to  choose  the  path 
the  pagan  nations  have  chosen.  Surely  we 
must  be  aware  that  the  road  can  lead  to 
only  one  end. 

May  God  bless  you  in  your  efforts  to  repel 
and  finally  conquer  this  ugly  demon  of  mili¬ 
tarism  every  time  it  rears  its  insidious  head. 
I  am  confident  in  the  knowledge  that  right 
will  triumph;  we  don’t  know  how  soon,  but 
it  will.  All  that  matters  is  whether  we  are 
on  the  side  helping  to  usher  in  this  kingdom 
of  love,  or  whether  we  are  opposing  it.  What 
most  people  are  fearing  these  days  is  going  to 
be  quite  inconsequential  when  the  final  day 
comes.  If  we  are  working  to  promote  the 
way  of  the  Prince  of  Peace,  all  these  other 
things  will  fall  in  line.  General  MacArthur 
has  come  to  this  conclusion  after  spending  a 
life  of  trying  militarism. 

Thank  you  again  for  opposing  this  bill. 

This  Nation,  under  God,  has  been  blessed 
lavishly.  Can  we  dare  refuse  to  live  His  laws? 
I  am  praying  for  your  guidance  in  action 
against  this  evil  bill. 

Sincerely, 

Mrs.  Robert  D.  Clark. 

Quarryville,  Pa„  June  7, 1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  You  have  performed  a  great 
service  to  our  country  in  introducing  the 
amendment  to  H.  R.  5297,  that  has  side¬ 
tracked  this  bill.  Anything  you  can  do  to 
prevent  the  enactment  of  this  measure  into 
law  will  be  worthwhile.  This  measure  is  an 
injustice  to  the  youth  of  our  land  in  peace¬ 
time.  It  is  unnecessary,  costly,  and  un- 
American.  There  is  no  need  for  us  to  get 
into  war  and  will  not  if  we  do  not  submit 
to  the  militarists  of  our  country. 

I  want  you  to  know  I  appreciate  your 
good  work  and  I  know  you  have  to  have 
courage.  May  you  be  given  strength  and 
courage  to  aid  further  in  defeating  this 
compulsory  draft  measure. 

Truly  yours, 

Howard  Reynolds. 

First  Methodist  Church, 
Dunkirk,  N.  Y.,  June  4,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  C.  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thank  you  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  which  has  delayed, 
at  least  temporarily,  the  passage  of  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  training. 

I  sincerely  hope  this  measure  will  not  be¬ 
come  legislation  and  that  our  American  de¬ 
mocracy  will  be  able  to  deal,  as  it  has  in  the 
past,  with  the  matter  of  military  training 
on  a  voluntary  basis  except  in  wartime. 

I  appreciate  your  leadership  in  this  crucial 
matter. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Arthur  M.  Crawford. 

Church  of  the  Brethren, 

North  Manchester,  Ind.,  June  6,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Accept  my  congratulations  for 
introducing  the  amendment  on  segregation 
which  prevented  passage  of  H.  R.  5297  the 
compulsory  Reserve  bill. 

It  is  my  hope  that  this  bill  has  been  per¬ 
manently  killed  for  this  session  for  we  see 
no  Justification  for  it  whatsoever.  It  would 
only  serve  to  further  militarize  our  Nation 
without  giving  us  any  practical  help  in  the 
way  of  defense.  It  is  our  hope  that  you  will 
keep  up  the  good  work  and  use  your  high 
office  to  this  end. 

Very  sincerely, 

Galen  T.  Lehman. 
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Russiavtlle,  Ind.,  June  6,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Representative  Powell:  Am  writing  to 
thank  you  for  introducing  the  amendment 
which  really  prevented  passing  of  the  bill 
H.  R.  5297. 

Thank  you. 

Yours  truly, 

Mrs.  Mildred  Zell. 

Lancaster,  Pa.,  June  7,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  We  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  prevented  passage  of  bill  H.  R. 
5297. 

Sincerely, 

S.  E.  Yoder,  D.  O. 

(Mrs.  S.  E.)  Helen  B.  Yoder. 

New  York,  N.  Y..  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  want  to  tell  you  how  greatly 
we  appreciate  your  successful  efforts  which 
helped  so  vitally  to  defeat  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill.  X  am  particularly  grateful  be¬ 
cause  it  seems  to  me  that  the  defeat  of 
this  bill  is  an  important  step  toward  peace 
and  away  from  the  totalitarianism  that  at 
times  seems  to  be  threatening  us.  I  hear 
with  keen  interest  your  brilliant  career  in 
the  House. 

Respectfully, 

Florence  M.  Wray. 

Palmyra,  Pa.,  June  6,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Too  often  we  write 
our  Congressmen  letters  of  complaint.  I 
am  happy  to  congratulate  you  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  which  really  pre¬ 
vented  passage  of  the  compulsory  Reserve 
bill,  H.  R.  5297.  Your  amendment,  which 
would  end  racial  segregation  in  the  National 
Guard  in  27  States  proves  that  this  bill  is 
not  essential  to  national  defense  in  the 
minds  of  southern  militarists  like  Represent¬ 
ative  Vinson,  or  they  would  not  have  side¬ 
tracked  it  because  of  this  one  amendment. 
It  was  a  pleasure  writing  you. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Raleigh  B.  Hughes. 

Milton,  Wis.,  June  6,  1955. 
Congressman  A.  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  am  happy 
Indeed  to  commend  you  for  introducing  the 
amendment  barring  segregation  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  H.  R.  5297.  I  am  not  only  op¬ 
posed  to  segregation  but  am  equally  opposed 
to  any  sort  of  universal  military  training 
legislation  or  the  enhancing  of  the  Pentagon 
vested  interests  in  our  country’s  policies. 
Keep  up  the  good  work. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Wm.  A.  Cornell. 

Kew  Gardens,  N.  Y„  June  6,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washinton,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  I  want  to 
congratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R. 
5297,  which  really  prevented  passage  of  this 
bill. 

Your  amendment  proves  that  this  bill  is 
not  essential  to  national  defense  in  the 
minds  of  the  southern  militarists  like  Vin¬ 
son,  or  they  would  not  have  sidetracked  it 
because  of  your  one  amendment. 

In  opposing  this  bill  by  President  Eisen¬ 
hower,  the  real  sponsor,  you  are  supporting 


the  kind  of  peace  and  disarmament  pro¬ 
gram  which  the  President  says  he  wants. 
Sincerely, 

John  B.  Pettengill. 


Newington,  Conn.,  June  6,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  think  the  enlightened 
people  of  this  country — and  the  whole  coun¬ 
try,  for  that  matter — owe  you  a  great  debt 
for  your  introduction  of  the  amendment 
which  brought  about  the  shelving  of  H.  R. 
5297;  and  I  wish  to  express  to  you  my 
admiration  and  gratitude. 

If  militarists  like  Representative  Vinson 
thought  that  the  passage  of  the  bill  were 
really  necessary  to  our  national  defense,  it 
seems  unlikely  that  he  would  have  side¬ 
tracked  it  for  your  amendment. 

I  hope  the  bill  is  permanently  shelved; 
the  majority  of  our  people  do  not,  I  am  sure, 
realize  its  full  implications  and  there  has 
been  every  effort  made  to  hide  the  case  from 
them.  Indeed,  I  seriously  doubt  whether 
President  Eisenhower  himself  has  ever  had 
the  full  opposition  arguments  presented  to 
him;  he  is  too  surrounded  by  men  of  mili¬ 
tary  mind  to  make  it  possible. 

To  take  this  moment  when  we  proclaim 
to  the  world  our  peaceful  intentions,  to  in¬ 
troduce,  for  the  first  time,  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  training,  is  fanastically  stupid,  I  think. 

Keep  up  the  fight,  Mr.  Powell;  you  have 
a  huge  backing  in  the  country  whether  you 
hear  from  them  all  or  not. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Marion  Brinley. 

P.  S. — I’ve  read  many,  many  adverse  opin¬ 
ions  of  military  authorities  themselves. 

Trinity  Methodist  Church, 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  June  6,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  You  are  to  be  com¬ 
mended  for  introducing  the  amendment 
which  prevented  passing  of  the  compulsory 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

I  am  sure  that  this  country  does  not  need, 
or  do  the  people,  generally,  desire  a  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  manpower  program.  Rather, 
if  John  Cowles,  president  of  the  Minneapolis 
Star  and  Tribune,  is  correct  when  he  advo¬ 
cates  complete  and  universal  disarmament, 
then  we  should  be  expending  our  efforts  and 
our  intelligence  in  that  direction. 

My  rather  close  association  with  people 
leads  me  to  agree  wholeheartedly  with  Mr. 
Cowles.  Thanks  for  your  leadership. 

Sincerely  yours, 

M.  E.  Dorr. 

P.  S. — You  might  like  to  see  this  reprint 
in  our  city  Tribune.  We  discussed  this  in 
our  adult  class  Sunday.  What  a  shame. 
Thanks  for  writing  it. 

College  Heights,  Ark.,  June  6,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Please  accept 
my  congratulations  for  introducing  the 
amendment  calling  for  the  end  of  racial  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  National  Guard.  This 
amendment  is  commendable,  it  seems  to  me, 
for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  there  is 
no  justification  for  segregation  in  the  armed 
services  or  anywhere  else.  In  the  second 
place,  the  amendment  had  the  salutary  effect 
of  shelving  the  compulsory  Reserve  bill. 
This  bill  is  peacetime  conscription  on  a 
permanent  basis,  if  I  understand  it. 

I  think  it  is  clear  that  this  bill  is  not 
essential  to  national  defense.  If  it  were,  the 
House  would  not  have  turned  down  your 
amendment. 

Cordially, 

J.  Theodore  Hefley. 
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North  Manchester,  Ind.,  June  7,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell:  I  wish  to 
congratulate  you  for  introducing  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  prevented  passage  of  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  Your  amend¬ 
ment  proves  that  this  bill  is  not  essential 
to  national  defense  in  the  minds  of  south¬ 
ern  militarists  like  Vinson,  or  they  would 
not  have  sidetracked  it  because  of  this  one 
amendment. 

Please  continue  to  work  against  any  form 
of  UMT  or  compulsory  military  training. 
How  can  we  hope  to  have  peace  on  earth 
if  we  continue  to  plan  for  war?  We  continue 
to  pray  that  God  may  guide  our  Congress¬ 
men  in  this  matter. 

,  Respectfully  yours, 

George  A.  Hunn. 

West  Hartford.  Conn.,  June  8,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  You  are  to  be  con¬ 
gratulated  on  offering  an  amendment  which 
brought  out  clearly  how  little  our  country 
needed  compulsory  Reserve  bill  H.  R.  5297. 
Southern  militarists  like  Mr.  Vinson  always 
stand  on  the  side  of  a  huge  military  organi¬ 
zation  and  heavy  armaments,  demonstrating 
their  attitude  of  fear  toward  the  rest  of  the 
world,  but  the  threat  of  desegregation  ap¬ 
pears  to  make  them  look  at  things  quite 
differently. 

Surely  racial  segregation  is  one  of  the 
sorriest  and  most  shameful  failures  in  our 
democracy,  and  we  cannot  make  haste 
enough  to  correct  it. 

I  trust  this  measure  (compulsory  military 
training)  is  permanently  shelved  and  will 
not  again  be  brought  up.  It  is  proven  non- 
essential  to  national  defense  and  would  be 
a  great  disservice  to  our  country. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Catherine  D.  Jervey. 


Rochester,  N.  Y. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  We  Quakers 
and  others  who  oppose  the  UMT  bill  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  the  amendment  which 
turned  the  whole  bill  back  to  committee. 

We  hope  you  will  keep  up  the  fight  against 
UMT,  slavery  by  another  name. 

Sincerely, 


Lloyd  Somers. 


Fall  River,  Mass.,  June  7,  1955. 
Representative  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  May  I  congratulate  you  for 
introducing  the  amendement  which  really 
prevented  the  passage  of  the  Reserve  bill, 
H.  R.  5297.  Evidently  this  bill  is  not  essen¬ 
tial  in  the  eyes  and  minds  of  southern  mili¬ 
tarists  like  Vinson — is  not  essential  to  na¬ 
tional  defense — or  they  would  not  have  side¬ 
tracked  it  because  of  one  amendment.  More 
power  to  you — if  they  drag  the  bill  “off  the 
shelf”  before  Congress  adjourns. 

Very  sincerely, 

Ruth  N.  Dow. 


Lycoming  College, 
Williamsport,  Pa.,  June  7,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  want  to  congratulate 
you  for  introducing  the  amendment  against 
racial  segregation  in  the  compulsory  Reserve 
bill,  H.  R.  5297.  That  amendment  really 
prevented,  at  least  for  a  while,  the  passage 
of  the  bllL  If  we  must  have  a  compulsory 
Reserve,  it  certainly  should  be  free  from  the 
evil  of  racial  segregation.  But  in  the  judg- 
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ment  of  many  of  us  there  is  actually  no  need 
for  a  compulsory  Reserve  at  all,  or  any  other 
form  of  compulsory  military  training.  Your 
amendment  proves  that  this  Reserve  bill  is 
not  essential  to  national  defense  in  the 
minds  of  southern  militarists  like  Mr.  Vin¬ 
son,  or  they  would  not  have  sidetracked  it 
because  of  this  one  amendment. 

Cordially  yours, 

W.  Arthur  Faus. 


Chicago,  III.,  June  8,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thanks  and  con¬ 
gratulations  to  you  for  introducing  the 
amendment  to  end  racial  segregation  in  the 
Reserve.  I  understand  that  this  prevented 
the  passage  of  H.  R.  5297. 

If  so  many  Congressmen  feel  that  segre¬ 
gation  is  that  important,  is  it  not  clear  that 
they  do  not  really  find  the  bill  necessary 
to  our  defense? 

Respectfully  yours. 

Ivy  G.  Myers. 

Toledo  Ohio,  June  7,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  PoyvELL, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  so  glad  you 
introduced  the  amendment  regarding  segre¬ 
gation  into  the  bill  for  the  compulsory  re¬ 
serve,  H.  R.  5297. 

I  understand  that  amendment  prevented 
the  passage  of  the  bill  at  this  time. 

As  I  believe  the  bill  to  be  a  serious  mis¬ 
take,  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  on  your 
contribution  that  delayed  action  upon  it. 

The  fact  that  various  southern  Congress¬ 
men  voted  to  sidetrack  the  bill  indicates 
that  they  did  not  consider  it  essential  to 
public  safety. 

Yours  truly, 

Aleck  D.  Dodd. 

West  Union,  Iowa,  June  7,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  C.  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

We  wish  to  congratulate  you  for  intro¬ 
ducing  the  amendment  to  bill  H.  R.  5297 
which  really  prevented  the  passage  of  the 
bill. 

We  certainly  don’t  want  to  make  an  armed 
camp  out  of  America.  Why  we  should  go 
on  wanting  to  follow  the  blunders  of  Hitler 
and  war-torn  Europe  I  don’t  understand. 

MacArthur  urges  that  we  abolish  war  and 
all  the  nations  will  be  glad  to  bury  the 
hatchet. 

The  atom  has  simply  outlawed  war.  It’s 
peace  or  oblivion. 

Thank  you  for  all  that  you  do  to  obtain 
peace  in  America  and  the  world. 

Sincerely, 

Marion  L.  Gee. 

Chicago,  III.,  June  7,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Thanks  for  your  help 
in  defeating  this  un-American  bill  that 
would  militarize  our  country  without  add¬ 
ing  a  bit  to  our  defense. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Erling  H.  Lunde. 

[From  the  Oregon  Journal  of  June  15,  1955] 

Reserve  System  Without  Segregation 

The  letter  of  the  law  in  the  year-old  United 
States  Supreme  Court  decision  against  segre¬ 
gation  applies  only  to  the  public  schools. 

But  the  spirit  of  the  law  ought  to  apply  to 
other  institutions.  The  spectacle  in  Congress 
of  the  blocking  of  the  all-important  military 
Reserves  bill  over  the  segregation  issue  is  not 
pretty  to  watch. 

Southern  House  Members  were  for  the  bill, 
but  an  amendment  by  Representative  Clay¬ 


ton  Powell,  Democrat,  New  York,  which 
would  forbid  assignment  of  reservists  to 
segregated  National  Guard  units  has  turned 
them  against  it. 

Strategy  now  is  for  the  Senate  to  pass  the 
bill  without  the  antisegregation  amendment 
in  the  hope  that  it  can  be  steered  through 
the  House,  minus  the  amendment. 

The  bill  is  important  to  the  Nation’s  de¬ 
fense.  Its  aim  is  to  put  some  backbone  in 
the  present  flabby  Reserve  setup.  It  would 
make  possible  a  realistic  training  program 
with  modern  equipment  and  techniques. 

Segregation  has  been  ended  in  all  the 
active  military  services.  The  effort  by  south¬ 
ern  Congressmen  to  preserve  it  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  program,  even  to  the  point  of  blocking 
legislation  essential  to  the  strengthening  of 
our  defense,  is  against  the  trend  of  the  times. 

It  is  all  the  more  shocking  in  view  of  the 
encouragement  it  lends  to  those  forces  in  the 
South  now  using  all  the  means  at  their 
command  to  defy  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  on  desegregation  in  the  schools. 


Manchester,  Conn.,  June  8,  1955. 
The  Honorable  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Congratulations  to 
you  for  your  amendment  to  H.  R.  5297.  If 
the  bill  with  that  amendment  cannot  be 
passed,  it  is  certainly  added  proof  that  the 
bill  is  not  really  believed  to  be  essential  to 
national  defense— which  we  who  strenuously 
oppose  it,  sincerely  believe. 

With  all  good  wishes. 

Yours  truly, 

Margaret  H.  Rich. 

Mrs.  R.  G.  Rich. 

June  8,  1955. 

Representative  Powell. 

Dear  Sir:  I  wish  to  congratulate  you  on 
your  most  outstanding  service  to  this  Na¬ 
tion  at  the  Bandung  Conference. 

It  is  a  little  late  coming,  but  I  had  hoped 
to  see  you  in  person  and  am  still  looking 
forward  to  do  so  some  day. 

Now  this  month  can  be  a  sad  blackletter 
day  for  the  United  States  of  America.  So  all 
I  can  do  is  to  ask  folks  to  call  off  this  June  15 
maneuver,  am  trying  to  accomplish. 

Am  working  nights  and  part  of  days  to  pay 
expenses,  which  makes  it  difficult  to  see  as 
many  as  I  should  like  to.  So  please  accept 
this  for  the  present — called  your  office  today 
to  give  an  explanation,  but  did  not  get  the 
opportunity  to  speak  to  you. 

We  need  real  Americans  today  more  than 
ever  before — not  one  in  any  hearing  (and 
so  far  I  have  been  in  all  the  public  ones) 
have  asked,  "What  tests  have  been  made  on 
talk,  what  other  effects  can  this  dangerous 
poison  produce,”  etc. 

God  bless  you. 

Mrs.  P.  P.  Schmidt. 


Adelanto,  Calif.,  June  12,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  Powell:  Congratula¬ 
tions  on  the  opposition  success  against  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower’s  militarism  in,  this  time, 
conscription  (H.  R.  5297). 

Keep  up  the  good  fight. 

“A  draft  *  *  *  is  the  last  of  all  oppres¬ 
sions”  (Jefferson,  1777). 

Carl  K.  Frost. 

Slaterville  Springs,  N.  Y.,  June  14,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  May  I  com¬ 
mend  you  for  your  couragous  stand  against 
segregation  in  the  Armed  Forces,  particularly 
as  pertaining  to  the  proposed  military  Re¬ 
serve  plan.  I  hope  nothing  will  weaken 
your  stand  in  this  issue.  The  act  itself 
would,  it  seems  to  me,  put  too  much  power 
over  our  youth  in  the  hands  of  the  military, 
for  too  long. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Hazel  Roob  Brill. 


San  Francisco,  Calif.,  June  11,  1955. 

Dear  Sir:  I  hope  you  get  plenty  of  public 
approval  of  your  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  bill.  Lots  of  people  are  not 
good  at  expressing  themselves,  so  believe 
there  are  many  who  are  silent  but  wish  to 
be  otherwise. 

I  have  written  to  the  White  House  about 
it,  too. 

Yours, 

Mrs.  Genevieve  Oliver. 


Mooresville,  Ind.,  June  12,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  We  wish  to  congratulate 
you  for  introducing  the  amendment  which 
really  prevented  passage  of  H.  R.  5397.  The 
fact  that  those  who  sidetracked  this  bill  be¬ 
cause  of  this  one  amendment,  admits  the 
bill  is  not  essential  to  national  defense. 

We  hope  this  Nation  can  be  delivered  from 
militarism  and  the  conscription  of  its  youth. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  K.  Arnot. 


Minneapolis,  Minn.,  June  15,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell  :  We  were  tre¬ 
mendously  interested  in  your  amendment  to 
the  Reserve  bill  and  proof  that  the  Army  is 
not  ready  for  true  American  equality.  We 
hope  you  will  not  accept  any  compromise  in 
the  bill  if  it  is  brought  back  to  the  House. 

Respectfully, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  K.  Stephens. 


Dearborn,  Mich.,  June  13,  1955. 

Dear  Representative  Powell:  We  support 
you  in  your  stand  against  segregation  in  the 
proposed  military  Reserve  bill. 

Further  we  feel  this  bill  is  unnecessary  if 
Its  backers  are  unwilling  to  practice  the 
democracy  we  preach. 

We  cannot  see  how  peace  is  promoted  by 
this  measure. 

Sincerely, 


Paul  Kerber. 


Winter  Park,  Fla.,  June  14,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  am  writing  to  con¬ 
gratulate  you  for  acumen  in  introducing 
the  shrewd  amendment  that  stopped  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  UMT  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  It  looks  to 
me  that  militarists  like  Mr.  Vinson  proved 
that  this  bill  is  not  essential  as  they 
claimed,  if  this  one  amendment  blocked  it. 
Your  wit  forced  them  to  show  their  hands. 
Good  for  you. 

Sincerely, 

(Mrs.  T.  W.)  Carol  Burnham. 


Newburgh,  Ind.,  June  12,  1955. 
Hon.  Adam  Clayton  Powell, 
rffowse  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  what  you 
have  done  in  shelving  the  compulsory  Reserve 
bill  and  I  trust  that  you  will  accept  no  com¬ 
promise  which  would  permit  men  to  be 
assigned  to  any  units  where  there  would  be 
segregation.  We  must  have  freedom  from 
segregation  as  well  as  freedom  from  UMT. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Adam  Stahl. 

Richmond,  Calif.,  June  13,  1955. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  hope  that  you  will 
continue  to  fight  against  segregation  in  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297.  Your 
leadership  in  this  field  is  appreciated.  As  a 
Caucasian,  I  find  the  burden  of  the  guilt 
for  discrimination  not  very  palatable. 

Sincerely, 

Robert  McInnes. 


Presque  Isle,  Maine,  June  14,  1955. 
Hon.  Clayton  Powell, 

House  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman:  I  trust  you  will  not 
accept  any  compromise  which  would  permit 
young  men  to  be  assigned  to  the  National 
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Guard  in  any  of  the  27  States  where  segrega¬ 
tion  is  permitted.  More  power  to  you. 

Yours  truly. 

(Mrs.  C.  E.)  G.  E.  Hussey. 

Mocks  ville,  N.  C.,  June  14,  1955. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Powell:  Please  do  not  accept 
any  compromise  which  would  permit  men  to 
be  assigned  to  State  National  Guard  units 
where  there  is  any  segregation. 

This  card  is  being  mailed  in  Boston,  Mass. 
And  the  North  Carolina  address  is  our  regu¬ 
lar  one.  Please  stand  firm. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Dorothy  D.  Busier 
Mrs.  Kurt  Busiek. 

Whittier,  Calif.,  May  14,  1955. 

Dear  Mr.  Powell:  I  wish  to  commend 
you  for  your  fine  stand  against  segregation 
in  the  Armed  Forces  resulting  in  the  setting 
aside  of  the  Reserve  bill. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  we  can  defeat  this 
Reserve  bill  and  really  work  for  peace  con¬ 
structively.  Arming  our  country  to  the 
teeth  would  only  antogonize  and  cause  others 
to  fear  us  and  our  motive. 

Technical  assistance  and  world  disarma¬ 
ment  is  a  better  way  to  peace. 

Sincerely. 

Marion  H.  Schley. 


FURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate  by 
Mr.  Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed  without 
amendment  a  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  Con.  Res.  109.  Concurrent  resolution 
authorizing  the  appointment  of  a  congres¬ 
sional  delegation  to  attend  the  North  Atlan¬ 
tic  Treaty  Organization  Parliamentary  Con¬ 
ference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  had  passed,  with  an  amendment 
in  which  the  concurrence  of  the  House  is 
requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  title:  (f. 

H.  R.  6829.  An  act  to  authorize  certain 
construction  at  military,  naval,  and  Air 
Force  installations,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon  its  amendments  to 
the  foregoing  bill,  requests  a  conference 
with  the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr. 
Case  of  South  Dakota,  and  Mr.  Salton- 
stall  to  be  the  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  disagrees  to  the  amendments  of 
the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  2090)  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  the  Mutual  Security 
Act  of  1954,  and  for  other  purposes,”  re¬ 
quests  a  conference  with  the  House  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  appoints  Mr.  George,  Mr. 
Green,  Mr.  Fulbright,  Mr.  Wiley,  and 
Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey  to  be  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5502)  entitled  "An  act  making  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  Departments  of  State  and 
Justice  and  the  Judiciary  and  related 
agencies  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
SO,  1956,  and  for  other  purposes.” 


The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  House  amendment 
to  Senate  amendments  Nos.  30  and  49  to 
the  above  entitled  bill. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 
AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to  provide  for 
strengthening  of  the  Reserve  forces,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly,  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  7000,  with  Mr. 
Engle  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
25  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks!. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  purpose  of  H.  R.  7000  is  to 
provide  the  machinery  by  which  our  Re¬ 
serve  Forces  may  be  so  organized  and 
trained  that,  in  the  event  of  war,  they 
can  be  mobilized  quickly  to  augment  the 
Active  Forces  in  combat  and  to  carry  out 
internal  security  missions  here  at  home. 

This  can  be  accomplished  if  this  legis¬ 
lation  is  enacted  because  this  bill  will 
provide  authority  to  increase  the  size 
and  to  strengthen  the  Reserve  Forces 
and  will  insure  participation  in  Reserve 
training. 

I  would  like  to  take  a  moment  to  re¬ 
view  what  has  happened  in  the  last  few 
years  insofar  as  our  attempt  to  build  up 
pur  Reserve  Forces  is  concerned. 

As  you  all  know,  today  we  have  a  strict¬ 
ly  voluntary  Reserve.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  was  not  until  1952  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  placed  legislation  on  the  statute 
books  concerning  the  size  and  composi¬ 
tion  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 

In  that  year,  we  passed  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  which  established  a 
Ready  and  Standby  Reserve.  The  Ready 
Reserve  was  limited  to  1,500,000  persons 
and  was  to  contain  units  and  individuals 
ready  for  active  service,  first,  in  time  of 
national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President,  subject  to  a  determination  by 
the  Congress  as  to  the  numbers  to  be 
called ;  or  second,  in  an  expansion  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  time  of  war  or  national 
emergency  declared  by  Congress. 

A  primary  consideration  in  establish¬ 
ing  the  Ready  Reserve  was  to  provide  a 
Reserve  Force  for  implementation  in  a 
Korean  type  situation. 

The  Standby  Reserve  was  to  contain 
units  and  individuals  available  for  active 
duty  only  in  time  of  war  or  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  Congress. 
Thus,  the  Reserve  mobilization  base  for  a 
general  emergency  or  war  was  divided 
between  these  two  categories. 

Now,  in  actual  practice  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve,  while  increasing  in  size,  has  not 
attained  the  degree  of  organization  or 
training  required  for  its  mobilization 
role. 


During  the  entire  period  of  about  3 
years  that  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
has  been  in  effect  the  Ready  Reserve  has 
exceeded  the  statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,- 
000.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  today  totals  about  2,800,000  per¬ 
sons. 

But  this  number  is  in  no  wise  a  meas¬ 
ure  of  the  military  strength  of  the  Ready 
Reserve.  Over  300,000  of  that  number 
are  part  of  the  Active  Forces  and  thus  are 
not  actually  in  reserve. 

Of  the  2,500,000  ready  reservists  not 
on  active  duty  only  a  little  over  700,000 
are  voluntarily  participating  in  paid 
training,  and  this  number  does  not  rep¬ 
resent  a  balanced  and  organized  military 
force. 

The  Standby  Reserve  has  not  attained 
the  composition  originally  contemplated. 
Today  there  are  only  about  200,000  mem¬ 
bers,  of  whom  140,000,  or  67  percent,  are 
on  the  inactive  status  list.  Consequently 
it  has  not  been  practicable  to  produce 
an  organized  force  in  this  category. 

In  the  development  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act,  it  was  anticipated 
that  the  Ready  Reserve  would  become  a 
well-organized  and  trained  force  within 
the  statutory  ceiling  of  1,500,000.  It  was 
firmly  believed  when  the  bill  was  consid¬ 
ered  in  committee  that  men  with  a  statu¬ 
tory  obligation  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
would  participate  in  voluntary  training 
in  order  to  establish  eligibility  for  trans¬ 
fer  to  the  less  vulnerable  Standby  Re¬ 
serve. 

Such  has  not  been  the  case ;  this  incen¬ 
tive  provision  alone  has  not  produced  the 
desired  result. 

Thus,  we  find  our  Reserve  today  made 
up  of  relatively  small  groups  of  volun¬ 
teers  and  a  large  pool  of  persons  having 
a  Ready  Reserve  obligation,  but  who  are 
not  participating  in  Reserve  training. 

The  security  and  best  interests  of  the 
Nation  require  that  this  condition  be 
changed. 

It  is  absolutely  essential  that  our  Re¬ 
serve  forces  be  built  up  and  strengthened 
so  that  they  can  effectively  utilized  if 
an  emergency  is  declared. 

I  believe  this  bill  will  accomplish  that 
purpose,  and  at  this  time  I  would  like 
to  go  through  the  bill  so  the  Members 
can  be  advised  of  its  provisions. 

Before  doing  so,  let  me  point  out  that 
this  bill  contains  no  reference  to  the 
Army  National  Guard  or  the  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  Neither  does  any  of  its 
provisions  repeal,  amend,  or  modify  ex¬ 
isting  law  concerning  the  National 
Guard.  This  is  a  bill  which  deals  only 
with  the  Reserve  components  of  the  mil¬ 
itary  services. 

The  National  Guard,  insofar  as  this 
bill  is  concerned,  is  left  in  the  exact  posi¬ 
tion  it  occupies  today.  Now,  as  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bill. 

The  law  today  provides  that  every  per¬ 
son  who  entered,  or  enters  the  Armed 
Forces  after  June  19,  1951,  incurs  an 
eight  year  military  obligation.  The 
committee  felt  that  this  obligation  was 
too  long,  and  could  be  lowered  to  6  years 
without  impairing  the  effectiveness  of 
the  reserve  components. 

Consequently,  the  bill  amends  exist¬ 
ing  law  and  fixes  the  reserve  obligation 
for  any  person  entering  the  armed  serv- 
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ices  after  July  27,  1953,  at  a  total  of  six 
years. 

Please  note  that  date,  which  is  the 
date  of  the  truce  in  Korea. 

The  bill  provides  that  any  person  who 
entered  the  armed  services  prior  to  that 
date  will  not  be  required  to  participate  in 
active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty 
training.  Thus,  we  protect  the  veterans 
who  fought  in  Korea  and  who  would  oth¬ 
erwise  be  required  under  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  to  participate  in  Reserve 
training. 

We  lowered  this  Reserve  obligation 
because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee, 
the  8 -year  obligation  could  not  be  fully 
justified  from  a  military  standpoint,  and 
it  was  felt  that  6  years  is  a  long  enough 
time  to  take  out  of  a  young  man’s  life, 
and  is  an  adequate  time  to  train  a  man 
on  active  duty  and  in  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents. 

Next,  the  bill  permits  individuals  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  Reserve  obligation  who  become 
duly  ordained  ministers  of  religion  to  be 
discharged  upon  their  request  and  it  also 
permits  such  individuals  who  become  di¬ 
vinity  students  to  be  relieved  of  the 
requirement  to  participate  in  Reserve 
training  programs  while  in  such  status. 

I  find  it  hard  to  believe  that  anyone 
would  argue  with  this  provision  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  next  provides  for  a  direct  en¬ 
listment  program  for  individuals  to  be 
enlisted  in  the  Reserve  of  any  military 
service  for  a  6-year  obligation,  provided 
they  agree  to  perform  2  years  of  active 
duty. 

The  next  provision  of  the  bill  provides 
that,  until  July  1,  1959,  persons  prior  to 
reaching  the  age  of  18  y2  years  may  enlist 
directly  into  the  Reserve  of  any  Military 
Service  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  may  pre¬ 
scribe  and  thereafter  be  deferred  from 
the  draft,  so  long  as  they  satisfactorily 
participate  in  training. 

The  only  conditions  prevailing  would 
be  that  the  President  would  have  to  make 
a  finding  that  he  deemed  the  strengths 
of  the  Reserve  components  to  be  insuffi¬ 
cient  and  that  their  authorized  strengths 
could  not  be  met.  Under  this  program, 
the  bill  provides  that  no  more  than 
250,000  such  enlistments  could  be  au¬ 
thorized  annually.  Under  this  program, 
persons  who  enlist  and  perform  no  active 
duty  for  training — aside  from  the  annual 
17  days’  field  encampment — are  to  be 
draft-deferred  until  age  28,  so  long  as 
they  satisfactorily  participate  in  train¬ 
ing.  After  that,  however,  they  would 
be  eligible  for  release,  having  completed 
their  military  obligation. 

Inasmuch  as  this  program  is  subject  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  which  will  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  Secretary  could  require  that  any  per¬ 
son  volunteering  for  the  program  would 
have  to  accept  6  months  of  active  duty 
for  training,  following  his  enlistment. 

The  bill  provides  that  if  such  a  volun¬ 
teer  performs  6  months  of  active  duty 
for  training,  he  would  thereby  incur  an 
8-year  obligation  and  after  his  6  months 
of  training,  he  would  be  required  to  par¬ 
ticipate  with  the  Reserve  unit  in  which 
he  enlisted  for  an  additional  7  V2  years. 
If  he  failed  to  do  so,  his  draft  deferment 


could  be  canceled,  and  he  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  induction. 

The  next  subsection  of  the  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  all  qualified  ROTC  students 
and  members  of  the  Marine  Corps  pla- 
teen  leaders’  course  shall  be  commis¬ 
sioned  upon  satisfactory  completion  of 
the  ROTC  course,  and  upon  their  gradu¬ 
ation  from  college. 

If  it  was  found  that  there  were  no  bil¬ 
lets  available  in  the  active  forces,  after 
they  had  been  commissioned,  they  could 
be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training 
for  a  period  of  6  months  following  which 
they  would  be  required  to  serve  in  an  ap¬ 
propriate  Reserve  unit  for  the  remainder 
of  their  military  obligation.  If  they 
failed  to  satisfy  their  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tion,  their  commsson  could  be  revoked. 

The  bll  also  provides  that  the  National 
Security  Training  Commission  shall  act 
in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  President 
and  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  is 
required  to  report  annually  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  per¬ 
sons  undergoing  the  6  months  of  active 
duty  for  training. 

However,  the  Commission  would  have 
no  control  over  the  military  training  of¬ 
fered. 

The  bill  provides  that  persons  with 
critical  skills,  engaged  in  critical  defense 
supporting  industries  and  research  could 
be  allowed  to  fulfill  their  military  obli¬ 
gation,  after  a  specific  finding  by  the 
President,  by  serving  in  the  program  in¬ 
volving  the  6  months  of  active  duty  for 
training,  regardless  of  the  age  they  en¬ 
tered  the  program. 

Speaking  a^,in  of  the  6  months’  train¬ 
ees,  I  should  point  out  that  the  bill  pro¬ 
vides  they  will  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $50 
per  month  and  will  receive  disability 
benefits,  and  other  benefits  such  as  na¬ 
tional  service  life  insurance  and  service¬ 
men’s  indemnity  coverage. 

These  trainees  reemployment  rights 
are  guarded  by  a  provision  of  the  bill  so 
that  they  may  apply  for  reinstatement  in 
their  position  within  60  days  of  their  re¬ 
lease  from  active  duty  for  training  and 
enjoy  protection  from  discharge  without 
cause  within  6  months  after  their  resto¬ 
ration. 

All  persons  who  enter  upon  active  duty 
after  July  27,  1953,  upon  release  from  ac¬ 
tive  service  will  become  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve.  These  persons  will  be 
required  to  attend  48  assemblies  for  drill 
annually,  or  other  equivalent  periods  of 
instruction  and  will  also  be  required  to 
porform  active  duty  for  training  for  a 
period  not  to  exceed  17  days  each  year. 

If  the  reservist  does  not  choose  to  en¬ 
gage  in  this  type  of  inactive  duty  train¬ 
ing,  he  may  select  an  alternative  and  per¬ 
form  active  duty  for  training  for  30  days 
annually,  but  in  the  event  that  he  fails 
or  refuses  to  participate  in  either  of 
these  training  programs  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  he  may  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  training  for  not  to  exceed  45 
days  annually. 

One  of  the  most  important  provisions 
in  the  bill  is  that  portion  which  provides 
for  the  screening  process. 

Under  these  provisions,  persons  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  will  be  continuously 
screened  by  the  military  service  con¬ 
cerned.  The  objective  of  this  is  to  insure 


that  there  will  be  no  significant  attrition 
upon  mobilization ;  there  will  be  a  proper 
distribution  of  critical  civilian  skills,  be¬ 
tween  the  military  services  and  essential 
civilian  activities;  and  persons  may  be 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  in 
the  case  of  extreme  hardship. 

What  we  are  aiming  at  in  this  bill  is 
to  have  a  Ready  Reserve  that  is  in  truth 
and  in  fact  “ready.” 

We  have  accomplished  little  if  we  have 
many  persons  in  the  Ready  Reserves 
whom  we  are  counting  on  to  call  to  active 
duty  in  the  case  of  an  emergency  if  a 
good  number  of  such  Reserves  cannot  be 
properly  utilized  on  active  duty  or 
should,  for  some  other  reason,  not  be  able 
to  be  called  unless  there  is  a  general  and 
full-scale  mobilization. 

The  purpose  of  the  screening  process  is 
to  insure  that  such  type  persons  will  be 
screened  into  the  Standby  Reserve  and 
then  will  only  be  called  to  active  duty  in 
time  of  war  or  national  emergency  de¬ 
clared  by  the  Congress  and  then  only 
after  their  availability  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Director  of  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice. 

The  bill  sets  the  size  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  at  2,900,000.  This  number  is  nec¬ 
essary  in  order  that  the  mission  of  the 
Ready  Reserves  can  be  carried  out  as  is 
necessary  to  mobilize  the  Reserve. 

This  mission  provides  that  the  Ready 
Reserve  will,  first,  augment  the  active 
forces;  second,  replace  attrition  and 
combat  losses  in  the  active  force;  third, 
to  provide  for  building  up  combat  and 
support  forces  and  the  expansion  of  the 
training  program. 

I  should  say  a  few  words  concerning 
participation  in  training  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.  In  this  respect,  the  bill  does 
not  change  existing  law,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  fact  that  the  total  over¬ 
all  obligation  has  been  lowered  from  8  to 
6  years,  but  such  lowering  of  the  obliga¬ 
tion  does  not  change  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  required  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  but 
rather  decreases  the  service  necessary  to 
be  spent  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Let  me  give  you  two  or  three  examples: 

The  person  who  has  been  drafted  for 
2  years  will  be  required  to  spend  3  years 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  if  he  satis¬ 
factorily  participates  he  will  be  auto¬ 
matically  transferred  to  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve  at  the  conclusion  of  his  3  years  of 
participation  in  training,  for  a  period 
of  1  year.  Thus,  he  spends  2  years  in 
the  Active  Service,  3  years  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  and  1  year  in  the-jStandby 
Reserve. 

Next,  a  3 -year  enlistee  will  be  required 
to  spend  2  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
and  if  he  satisfactorily  participates  in 
training,  he  will  be  automatically  trans¬ 
ferred  at  the  end  of  that  time  to  the 
Standby  Reserve  to  complete  his  1  year 
of  remaining  obligation. 

The  4-year  enlistee  will  be  required 
to  spend  1  year  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and 
1  year  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Any  pei'son  with  5  years  of  active  duty 
will  immediately  be  transferred  to  the 
Standby  Reserve  for  1  year. 

I  should  also  make  mention  of  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  President  to  recall  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  active  duty. 
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The  bill  provides  that  the  President 
will  have  the  authority,  after  he  has 
proclaimed  a  national  emergency,  to 
order  1  million  Ready  reservists  to  ac¬ 
tive  duty.  If  it  is  necessary  to  order 
more  than  this  number  to  active  duty, 
the  number  of  such  reservists. to  be  or¬ 
dered  will  have  to  be  determined  by  the 
Congress. 

This  is  an  important  provision  of  the 
bill  because  it  is  recognized  that  because 
our  potential  enemies  possess  weapons 
of  mass  destruction,  and  the  means  for 
their  delivery  on  this  country,  we  are 
placed  face  to  face  with  instantaneous 
peril.  Should  an  emergency  arise  when 
the  Congress  was  not  in  session,  there 
should  be  some  authorization  for  the 
President  to  call  up  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

Finally,  the  bill  provides  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  must  report  to  the 
President  and  to  the  Congress  annually 
as  to  the  progress  in  strengthening  of 
the  Reserve  forces.  In  this  way,  the 
Congress,  and  particularly  the  commit¬ 
tee,  can  keep  close  check  on  how  this 
program  is  progressing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  one  of  the  most 
important  legislative  items  to  come  be¬ 
fore  this  House  during  this  session. 

We  have  delayed  long  enough.  This 
legislation  must  be  enacted.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  has  repeatedly  urged  the  Congress 
to  enact  legislation  which  would 
strengthen  the  Reserve. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  and  each 
member  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and 
the  Secretary  of  each  military  service 
and  many  other  heads  of  Government 
departments  and  agencies  appeared  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  and  urged  that  leg¬ 
islation  to  strengthen  the  Reserve  be 
speedily  and  favorably  reported  by  the 
committee. 

In  this  perilous  age,  time  may  well 
be  running  out.  We  cannot  delay 
longer. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 

Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
for  a  question  to  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  The 

fact  that  they  have  fallen  so  low  has 
nothing  to  do  with  any  action  of  Con¬ 
gress.  The  people  across  the  river  who 

were  supposed  to  implement,  stir  up  the 
Reserves,  and  get  them  organized,  sim¬ 
ply  did  not  take  care  of  their  job. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They 

may  not  take  care  of  their  job,  but  they 
come  to  us  and  tell  us  that  they  need 
more  legislation  to  do  the  job. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  am  not  trying  to 
defend  the  Pentagon,  but  in  all  fairness 
may  I  say  that  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  we  conducted  a  recruiting  cam¬ 
paign  known  as  “Occupation  Penntest” 
and  every  community  in  Pennsylvania 
conducted  a  campaign  to  attract  young 
men  to  the  Reserves,  former  veterans  of 
our  Armed  Services.  The  overall  cam¬ 
paign  has  been  a  complete  failure,  or  a 
complete  flop,  in  plain  words. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Nobody 
in  the  House  has  a  more  distinguished 


record  as  an  active  participant  in  the 
Reserve  forces  than  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Pennsylvania.  When  he 
makes  that  statement  I  say  that  I  join 
with  hirfi.  I  think  our  voluntary  pro¬ 
gram  even  in  the  Reserves  has  failed  in 
its  objectives,  and  some  element  of  com¬ 
pulsion  is  necessary  if  we  are  going  to 
build  up  a  strong,  virile.  Active  Reserve 
force. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Suppose  a  young 
man,  17  years  of  age,  volunteers  for  the 
6  months’  training.  Would  he,  under 
this  bill,  necessarily  be  required  to  serve 
until  he  is  28? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Under 
this  bill,  he  does  not  volunteer  for  the 
6  months’  training.  He  volunteers  for 
the  category  established  by  the  President 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Defense.  As  the  bill  is 
drawn  now,  he  comes  in  just  like  a 
guardsman  would  enter  in  the  State  from 
which  the  gentleman  comes,  for  example, 
if  he  enlisted  in  the  guard,  and  he  would 
enlist  in  that  category.  He  would  be 
obligated  to  remain  on  active  duty  do¬ 
ing  satisfactory  service  in  the  Reserves 
until  he  ceases  to  be  of  draft  age. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  That  would  be  un¬ 
til  the  age  of  28;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  That  would  make 
it  11  years? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes. 

Now,  if  that  man  takes-  the  6  months’ 
training,  the  obligation  is  reduced  to  8 
8  years;  and  after  8  years,  because  of 
his  6  months’  active  training,  he  would 
then  cease  to  be  subject  to  the  draft 
law. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
briefly. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  I  would 
like  to  ask  a  question  about  the  National 
Guard.  As  I  understand  it,  if  a  man 
enlists  in  the  National  Guard  prior  to 
the  age  of  18 14  years,  he  is  not  subject  to 
draft.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  As  long 
as  he  continues  his  active  interest  in 
the  guard. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  My  ques¬ 
tion  is  this:  If,  subsequent  to  the  age 
18%  years,  a  man  enlists  in  the  National 
Guard,  he  is  subject  to  the  draft  and  can 
be  drafted.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  If  he  en¬ 
lists  under  the  national  Reserve  plan 
and  performs  satisfactory  service,  he 
would  not  be  drafted? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes. 
But  under  this  program  we  are  talking 
about,  he  would  be  18%  years. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  It  seems  to 
me  that  under  the  terms  of  this  act  it 
would  become  very  difficult  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  to  get  recruits. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  should 
not  say  that.  We  merely  adopt  the  pro¬ 
gram  the  guard  already  had  for  recruit¬ 
ing  its  personnel.  There  is  no  change 
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in  what  we  are  discussing  now  from  the 
program  which  the  guard  itself  has.  If 
it  is  a  good  program  for  the  guard,  why 
would  it  not  be  a  good  program  for  the 
Reserve? 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  In  impos¬ 
ing  this  other  plan  which  would  make 
an  individual  draftproof,  it  does  away 
with  any  advantage  which  he  might  have 
previously  had  in  joining  the  National 
Guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Of 
course,  the  guard  has  a  peculiar  advan¬ 
tage  over  any  other  branch  of  the  serv¬ 
ice,  in  that  it  is  one  organization  that 
has  this  program.  If  a  man  is  below 
18%,  and  did  not  want  to  join  the  Re¬ 
serve  he  could  enlist  in  the  guard.  The 
reason  why  we  have  the  program  set  up 
as  it  is  now  is  that  the  enlistment  in  the 
guard  varies  in  length.  It  is  enlistment 
for  3  years,  and  then  a  guardsman  must 
reenlist.  So  the  guard  program  says 
the  man  must  continue  that  way  until 
he  reaches  the  age  of  28  if  he  is  to  avoid 
the  draft.  We  simply  provide  in  this 
bill  a  similar  type  of  program.  If  this 
works  well  with  the  guard,  it  should 
work  well  with  the  Reserves.  It  should 
not  hurt  the  guard.  If  it  is  a  good  pro¬ 
gram,  the  Reserves  ought  to  have  it. 
Secondly,  the  program  is  limited  not  to 
exceed  250,000,  and  the  quotas  are  set 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I 
am  assured  in  my  own  mind  that  the 
President  does  not  intend  to  hurt  the 
guard.  I  am  further  assured  in  my  own 
mind  that  the  enlistment  up  to  250,000 
a  year  in  the  Reserves  will  not  hurt  the 
guard. 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  May  I  ask 
one  more  question:  Under  the  bill  as  it 
is  written,  could  a  man  satisfy  his  mili¬ 
tary  obligations  by  6  years’  service  in  the 
National  Guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Will  the 
gentleman  repeat  that  question? 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  Under  the 
bill  as  it  is  now  written,  could  a  man 
satisfy  his  military  obligation  to  the 
United  States  by  6  years’  service  in  the 
National  Guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  No.  If 
he  went  into  the  Guard  he  would  have  a 
longer  obligation.  ^ 

Mr.  RHODES  of  Arizona.  How  long 
an  obligation? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The 
6-year  provision  merely  applies  to  those 
who  come  in  for  active  service  in  the 
regular  establishment.  There  is  a  big 
difference  between  service  and  training. 
If  a  man  comes  in  as  a  draftee,  he  comes 
in  for  2  years’  service,  not  training.  He 
then  has  a  total  overall  obligation  of  6 
years.  He  has  4  years  in  the  Reserves. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  yield  to  my  chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Simply  to  answer  the 
gentleman  who  propounds  the  inquiry: 
His  obligation  will  cease  when  he  reaches 
his  28th  birthday  in  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
briefly  for  a  question. 
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Mr.  GROSS.  How  many  officers  are 
being  turned  out  each  year  through  the 
various  training  programs — the  ROTC 
and  all  the  others?  How  many  officers 
are  being  turned  out  each  year? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  had  the 
figure  on  the  ROTC  program.  I  would 
not  want  to  trust  my  memory  without 
looking  again  at  my  manuscript.  If  the 
gentleman  will  bear  with  me,  I  will  give 
him  the  figure  later. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Would  it  be  in  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  of  50,000  a  year? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  would 
be  more  than  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Fifty-five  thousand  or 
sixty  thousand? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  More 
than  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  then, 
that  this  bill  is  necessary  because  we 
are  getting  too  many  chiefs  and  too  few 
Indians  in  the  Military  Establishment? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  There  is 
truth  to  that  statement  of  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  is  exactly  what  I 
thought. 

Why  are  these  6  months’  trainees  paid 
$50  a  month? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Because 
it  was  thought  that  was  a  fair  and  equi¬ 
table  payment.  Personally  I  favor  pay¬ 
ing  them  more,  to  be  candid  with  the 
gentleman;  but  we  have  to  weigh  one 
element  against  another.  Here  is  a  man 
who  takes  advantage  of  a  program  and 
goes  in  for  6  months,  at  the  end  of 
which  time  he  goes  back  to  his  home, 
his  family,  and  his  business  or  occu¬ 
pation.-  The  committee  felt — and  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  it  was  wrong — that 
the  $50  as  against  the  higher  pay  when 
they  agree  to  enlist,  was  a  fair  arrange¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Do  we  contribute  any¬ 
thing  to  the  salaries  or  training  emolu¬ 
ments  of  any  of  the  foreign  troops  who 
are  trained  in  this  country? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  do  not 
under  the  terms  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Ah,  but  do  we  under 
any  bill  or  under  any  appropriation  or 
any  legislation? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  do  not 
know  of  any,  unless  it  be  the  very  few 
who  go  to  West  Point,  and  that  is  such 
a  minor  matter  it  does  not  cut  any 
figure. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  suspect,  if  the  truth 
were  known,  we  pay  them  more  than 
$50  a  month. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Proceed¬ 
ing  with  my  statement,  I  want  to  say 
that  under  H.  R.  7000  any  person  in¬ 
ducted  or  enlisted  in  the  active  forces 
after  July  7,  1953,  shall  be  a  member 
of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
for  a  question. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  For  a  clarifying  state¬ 
ment.  The  gentleman  referred  to  a  man 
being  ordered  to  not  less  than  45  days 
of  field  training.  Do  the  Army  author¬ 
ities  have  the  privilege  of  court-martial¬ 
ing  a  man  in  the  event  he  does  not  serve 
the  45  days? 


Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  after 
volunteering  to  train,  the  man  refuses 
to  take  any  part  in  the  program,  refuses 
to  obey  the  order  sending  him  to  active 
duty  for  45  days,  he  can  then  be  subject 
to  a  proceeding  in  the  Federal  district 
courts  as  is,  for  instance,  a  draftee  who 
refuses  to  comply  with  the  draft  board 
order,  or  any  other  person  who  refuses 
after  volunteering,  to  obey  an  order  of 
the  military  commander. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield 
to  my  distinguished  chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Further  answering  the 
question  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia,  he  has  reference  to  this  bill. 
The  gentleman,  of  course,  stated  he 
would  be  subject  to  prosecution.  That 
is  the  law  today.  We  are  modifying  that 
by  this  45-day  provision.  If  he  fails  to 
comply  with  that  order  he  would  prob¬ 
ably  be  subject  to  a  court-martial. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want 
to  say  further  to  the  gentleman  that  this 
bill  does  not  go  as  far  as  does  existing 
law. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  What  does  this  legis¬ 
lation  do  toward  providing  and  setting 
up  Reserve  units  at  well -distributed 
points  over  the  country  so  as  to  avoid 
inconvenience  in  meeting  their  obliga¬ 
tion  to  attend  the  meetings?  Right  now 
your  proposal  would  not  be  workable  be¬ 
cause  there  are  places  in  my  district 
where  you  would  have  to  travel  200  miles 
to  find  a  National  Guard. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  have 
here  the  figures  which  show  the  distance 
between  points  where  reservists  can  train 
in  the  Guard,  the  Army  Reserves  and 
the  Navy  Reserves.  I  had  hoped  that 
later  on  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to 
cover  that  specifically  at  which  time  I 
will  be  glad  to  give  the  gentleman  the 
figures. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  will  defer  until  that 
time. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  are 
going  to  work  toward  a  program  so  that 
no  reservist  will  be  more  than  25  to  30 
miles  from  a  unit. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  Will  the 
gentleman  advise  the  House  as  to  what 
the  pay  of  these  enlisted  men  is  going  to 
be  after  6  months’  training?  You  are 
cutting  it  down  to  $50  a  month.  When 
he  takes  his  2  hours’  drill  each  week, 
what  is  the  pay  of  a  private  for  those  2 
hours? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  is 
grade  E-l.  The  pay  under  this  bill 
would  be  $50  a  month.  That  is  what  his 
pay  will  be. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  means  he  gets  $50? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  While  on 
active  duty. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  For  8 
hours  of  active  duty;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  When  I 
was  in  the  service  it  might  be  8  hours. 
It  might  be  much  more  or  much  less. 


Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  I  mean 
after  he  is  in  the  Reserve  part  of  the 
program. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Then  he 
follows  the  Reserve  schedule.  There  is 
no  distinction  in  the  pay  schedule  be¬ 
tween  a  6-month  trainee  and  any  other 
reservist  when  in  the  Reserve. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  That  is 
what  I  was  getting  at.  I  understood 
that,  but  I  wondered  \yhat  the  pay  was. 
I  was  not  familiar  with  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  pay 
will  be  raised  according  to  his  promo¬ 
tion.  He  goes  from  E-l  to  E-2. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  What 
would  a  Grade  E-l  draw  for  2  hours  of 
drill  per  week? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield,  an  E-l  will 
draw  $78  a  month,  and  for  attending 
drill,  which  is  2  hours,  he  would  receive 
one-thirtieth  of  the  $78  monthly  pay. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
true.  There  is  a  slight  increase  under 
the  recently  passed  Kilday  bill,  but  that 
is  approximately  it. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Minnesota.  One  other 
question.  Would  the  gentleman  give  us 
an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  this  program? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  will 
run  about,  in  1960,  $1.9  million. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  One  hundred 
and  twelve  Members  are  present,  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill, 
H.  R.  7000,  is  not  half  as  good  a  bill  as 
its  proponents  think  it  is,  nor  is  it  half 
as  bad  a  bill  as  its  opponents  believe. 
It  is  more  or  less  of  an  innocuous  thing, 
and  if  kept  as  it  is,  I  can  see  that  it  cer¬ 
tainly  would  not  do  any  harm  and,  if 
properly  administered,  I  think  it  could 
materially  strengthen  our  Reserves  and 
increase  the  security  of  our  country. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  almost  a  quarter 
of  a  century  I  have  sat  through  almost 
endless  hearings  on  UMT,  peacetime 
conscription,  draft  bills,  and  similar  al¬ 
lied  legislation  as  a  member  of  the  old 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
I  was  a  member  of  the  special  commit¬ 
tee  set  up  that  was  headed  by  our  former 
colleague  from  Virginia,  Mr.  Woodrum, 
and  on  which  the  distinguished  former 
Senator  from  New  York,  Mr.  Wads¬ 
worth,  served,  and  then  on  our  present 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  For  24 
years  I  have  devoted  much  earnest  study 
and  given  prayerful  consideration  to  this 
baffling  and  difficult  problem.  Always  I 
have  opposed  universal  military  training. 
I  oppose  it  now,  and  I  shall  continue  to 
oppose  it  to  my  dying  day.  When  we 
fasten  permanent  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion  on  to  this  country,  America  will  be 
dead  and  there  will  be  no  incentive  for 
living.  I  shall  be  the  last  person  to  mili¬ 
tarize  this  country  and  adopt  a  foreign 
system  which  has  inevitably  failed 
wherever  it  has  been  tried. 

This  is  not  a  new  problem.  It  is  an 
old  issue  and  it  will  be  with  us  always. 


No.  112 - 12 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8380 

perhaps.  I  think  we  will  all  agree  re¬ 
gardless  of  our  views  on  legislation  of  this 
kind,  that  this  Nation,  rich  as  it  is,  can¬ 
not  forever  continue  to  carry  the  back¬ 
breaking  load  of  taxation  in  order  to 
maintain  our  vast  complex  and  expensive 
Military  Establishment. 

In  fiscal  year  1953  we  spent  $52  billion 
on  our  national  defense — in  that  single 
year;  which  was  twice  as  much  money  as 
the  entire  national  debt  was  at  the  end 
of  World  War  I,  when  it  was  $26  billion. 
We  reduced  that  expenditure  from  $52 
billion  to  approximately  $42  billion  in 
fiscal  1954,  and  in  the  fiscal  year  of  1955 
which  ended  at  midnight  last  night,  we 
have  spent  around  $37  billion  on  our 
national  defense. 

For  the  foreseeable  future — at  least 
until  1960 — we  will  maintain  our  Armed 
Forces  at  a  minimum  strength  of  2,850,- 
000  at  an  annual  expenditure  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $35  billion.  We  are  going  to 
avoid  the  costly  and  inefficient  peaks  and 
valleys,  feasts  and  famines  of  the  past. 
We  cannot  forever  carry  this  burden, 
nor  do  we  forever  want  to  have  the  draft. 
We  have  had  it  with  us  for  a  long  time. 
When  it  expires  or  is  in  danger  of  expir¬ 
ing,  the  Congress  comes  along  and  ex¬ 
tends  it.  We  have  already  voted  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  for  4  years,  until 
July  1,  1959. 

We  are  going  through  a  period  of  tran¬ 
sition,  trying  to  get  back  from  a  war¬ 
time  to  a  peacetime  economy.  I  hope  by 
the  passage  of  this  legislation,  it  will  go 
a  long  way  toward  getting  our  whole  de¬ 
fense  establishment  back  on  an  even 
keel  and  for  the  most  part  on  a  volun¬ 
tary  basis.  I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  do 
that  when  the  draft  act  expires  in  July 
1959.  Because  a  volunteer  army  is  the 
best  on  earth.  Free  men  always  have 
outworked,  outproduced,  and  outfought 
slaves. 

This  measure,  if  it  is  enacted  and  if 
the  program  is  properly  administered, 
may  help  to  bring  about  a  situation 
where  there  will  be,  perhaps,  a  sufficient 
number  of  young  men  who,  because  of 
certain  benefits  we  have  voted  in  the 
past  two  or  three  Congresses  and  the 
present  one,  interested  in  a  military 
career  so  that  we  will  not  have  to  re¬ 
sort  to  peacetime  conscription,  which  is 
repugnant  to  all  of  us. 

There  are  some  things  about  this  bill 
I  do  not  like.  We  are  still  faced  with  the 
difficulty  of  having  two  different  systems 
running  concurrently.  That  creates 
difficulty,  but  you  have  got  to  begin 
this  transition  at  some  time,  and  heaven 
knows,  I  think  it  is  long  past  due.  Since 
it  is  a  voluntary  system,  there  is  no  com¬ 
pulsion  in  it,  since  it  rather  distributes 
and  equalizes  the  burdens  and  does  not 
place  all  of  the  responsibility  and  duty  on 
the  backs  of  men  brought  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  through  the  Selective  Service  System, 
I  think  it  is  a  measure  that  deserves  our 
support.  While  I  cannot  hope  that  it 
will  accomplish  all  that  some  people 
think  it  will  accomplish,  I  do  think  it 
will  go  a  long  way  toward  building  up  a 
strong,  virile,  active  Reserve  which  we 
so  sadly  need  at  the  present  time.  Of 
course  the  bill  is  not  perfect.  There 
never  was  a  bill,  I  suppose,  that  we  all 
could  agree  on  in  its  entirety.  All  legis¬ 


lation  is  a  result  of  compromise.  One 
can  give  and  take  without  surrendering 
principle. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chair-man, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  have  great  re¬ 
spect  for  the  gentleman’s  experience  in 
this  matter.  I  think  the  gentleman  will 
agree  that  he  has  been  somewhat  disap¬ 
pointed  at  the  degree  of  training  that 
in  the  Reserve  program  the  Pentagon 
has  practiced  in  the  past  in  regard  to 
Reserves;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  is  abso¬ 
lutely  correct.  I  have  been  not  only  dis¬ 
appointed  but  also  disgusted.  I  was 
coming  to  that  very  point.  We  already 
have  a  Reserve  law.  We  spent  $1  billion 
a  year  on  our  Reserves  between  the  close 
of  World  War  II  and  the  Korean  conflict. 
At  the  present  time  we  are  spending  $700 
million  a  year  on  our  Reserves  with  only 
about  700,000  out  of  1,500,000  participat¬ 
ing  in  the  Reserve.  One  reason  that  the 
present  Reserve  system  has  not  worked 
is  because  the  penalities  for  failure  to 
discharge  Reserve  obligations  are  too 
severe;  5  years  imprisonment,  $10,000 
fine  or  both. 

How  in  the  world  we  ever  let  that  get 
through  this  House  or  why  the  President 
would  ever  sign  such  a  vicious  measure 
I  cannot  understand,  but  that  is  the  rea¬ 
son  we  do  not  have  a  strong,  virile  Re¬ 
serve  today.  Perhaps  it  happened  be¬ 
cause  of  the  hysteria  that  war  breeds. 
No  attempt  has  been  made  over  in  the 
Pentagon  nor  will  it  be  made  to  enforce 
such  severe  penalties.  It  just  cannot  be 
done.  Congress,  more  than  the  military, 
are  to  blame. 

This  measure  lowers  the  penalty.  The 
only  penalty  it  involves  after  these  boys 
take  their  6  months’  training  and  go  into 
the  Reserve  for  IVz  additional  years  is 
this.  They  will  have  to  remain  in  the 
Active  or  Ready  Reserve  until  they  go 
into  the  Standby  Reserve,  and  take  their 
48  weekly  drills  each  year  plus  2  weeks  of 
summer  training  or,  if  they  choose,  they 
can  take  30  days’  training  in  the  sum¬ 
mertime  or  sometime  during  the  year  in 
lieu  of  those  weekly  drills.  Should  a  boy 
refuse  to  discharge  that  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tion,  then  he  can  be  drafted  for  45  days, 
not  fined  $10,000  or  thrown  in  prison  for 
5  years.  He  can  be  forced  to  serve  the 
45  days,  and  in  the  event  he  refuses  to 
do  that,  of  course,  he  is  subject  to  general 
court-martial.  So  the  plan  is  watered 
down,  it  has  been  weakened  to  some 
extent,  but  the  penalties  will  be  severe 
enough  to  get  service  out  of  the  man,  yet 
not  too  severe  that  you  cannot  enforce 
them. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Will  the  gentleman 
also  agree  that  the  degree  of  readiness 
that  can  be  accomplished  under  this  bill 
depends  on  the  type  of  training  the  indi¬ 
viduals  will  receive  during  that  2  weeks’ 
training  and  during  their  1  hour  a  week 
or  the  month  they  must  be  there? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Would  the  gen¬ 
tleman  be  able  to  tell  me  whether  he 
has  assurance  that  there  will  be  a  dif¬ 
ferent  kind  of  training  afforded  these 
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Reserves  under  this  program  if  it  is 
adopted? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  certainly  hope  and 
pray  it  will  be.  I  would  like  to  know  a 
little  more  about  the  curriculum,  a  little 
more  about  the  type  of  instruction  and 
the  kind  of  training  these  boys  will  get. 
The  gentleman  knows,  and  we  all  know, 
that  in  the  past  the  Army,  the  Air  Force, 
and  at  times  the  Navy,  though  the  Navy 
has  a  much  better  Reserve  program  than 
any  other  branch  of  our  services,  have 
sent  into  this  training  their  older  offi¬ 
cers  who  have  approached  the  time  of 
retirement  and  who  have  little  chance 
for  further  promotion,  and  probably 
have  not  been  doing  too  well,  and  have 
kind  of  lost  the  sparkplug  or  the  fire  to 
train  these  new  Reserves  properly.  I 
think  under  this  program  we  should  re¬ 
store  some  prestige  and  dignity  to  these 
Reserve  forces  and  we  should  send  our 
very  best  military  officers  to  train  these 
men.  The  Reserves  are  not  a  secondary 
outfit. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Have  we  any  as¬ 
surance  that  such  will  take  place? 

Mr.  SHORT.  We  have  been  prom¬ 
ised  that,  but  certainly,  judging  from 
past  performances,  I  would  not  entertain 
too  much  hope.  I  think,  however,  a 
more  serious  and  earnest  effort  will  be 
made,  and  should  be  made.  Our  com¬ 
mittee  will  watch  and  check  this  more 
closely  in  the  future. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  think  all  of  the 
Members  of  the  committee  are  in  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
that  we  have  not  been  given  the  overall 
picture  of  the  training.  Therefore,  in 
this  bill  we  have  placed  a  provision  that 
the  Defense  Department  w-ould  have  to 
come  back  to  the  Congress  and  make  a 
yearly  report  as  to  the  progress  under 
the  present  bill. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

1  Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  does  not  want 
to  leave  the  Committee  under  the  im¬ 
pression  that  all  of  the  Reserve  units 
have  been  carrying  on  without  an  ade¬ 
quate  training  program.  He  knows  that 
during  the  Korean  war  the  Department 
of  Defense  called  up  units  of  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  who  within  30  days 
were  on  the  front  line  in  Korea.  Those 
men  were  adequately  trained.  The 
Navy  called  up  individuals  by  rating  and 
placed  them  on  board  ships  alongside 
the  regulars  and  performed  in  a  com¬ 
plementary  manner.  Therefore  several 
of  the  services  have  provided  adequate 
training  for  their  Reserves. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  is  a 
Naval  Reserve  officer.  I  said  the  Navy 
and  the  Marine  Corps  have  done  much 
better  than  the  other  services.  But  I 
have  here,  and  I  want  to  quote  without 
revealing  the  man's  name,  this  is  from 
a  very  good  friend  of  mine  whom  I  have 
known  all  his  life,  a  letter  written  to  me 
on  May  29.  I  will  skip  part  of  it,  but 
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here  is  the  part  I  want  to  read,  where  he 
agrees  with  the  position  I  have  always 
taken  on  UMT  and  on  Reserve  legisla¬ 
tion: 

Among  other  things  he  said: 

Just  want  you  to  know  this  small  fry  Is 
In  complete  agreement  .with  you.  It  is 
probably  that  the  Navy’s  Reserve  program 
has  been  somewhat  better  than  the  other 
services  because  our  regulars  have  had  a 
genuine  interest  in  the  Reserves  and  our 
Regulars  on  duty  with  the  Reserve  program 
do  not  consider  it  a  second-class  assignment. 

I  am  sure  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  will  say  “amen”  to  that.  But  we 
can  pass  this  bill  or  any  other  bill,  and 
we  will  never  have  a  Reserve  worth  the 
paper  it  is  written  on  until  these  boys 
over  in  the  Pentagon  make  up  their 
minds  that  they  really  want  one  and 
will  put  forth  earnest  and  sincere,  hon¬ 
est.  and  determined  efforts  to  build  up  a 
Reserve. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  is  exactly  right. 

Mr.  SHORT.  And  this  officer,  may  I 
say,  is  one  of  the  greatest  living  aces. 
He  goes  on  to  say  this.  I  think  this  is 
worthy  of  your  consideration. 

If  we  are  to  have  combat-capable  Reserve 
units,  the  individual  services  must  be  held 
accountable  for  intelligently  planned  and 
capably  executed  programs  consisting  of  up- 
to-date  training  syllabi  similar  to  the  com¬ 
bat  readiness  training  programs  for  the 
Regulars.  To  do  this  the  services  must  share 
their  best  leadership — 

Not  the  poorest. 

their  best  leadership  with  the  Reserves. 

I  have  observed  that  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  and  sometimes  the  Navy  assign  to 
work  with  the  Reserve  units  those  Regulars 
who  are  not  doing  well.  Too  often  they  are 
officers  who  have  almost  no  hope  for  promo¬ 
tion,  and  the  spark  of  ambition  which  moti¬ 
vates  a  military  man  has  flickered  out. 
Such  "floaters”  are  devoid  of  leadership,  and 
their  Reserve  units  are  without  pride. 

I  think  that  answers  the  gentleman 
from  California  and  also  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania.  I  think  we  will  all 
agree  to  the  truth  and  accuracy  of  that 
statement. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  colleague,  a  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  the  gentleman  from  Florida. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  I  am 
very  interested  in  this  discussion  on 
what  this  bill  would  do  with  regard 
to  the  Army  reserve.  One  point,  I 
think,  needs  to  be  made,  and  I  think 
the  gentleman  will  agree  with  me,  and 
that  is  that  the  Army  reserve  has  been 
lagging  considerably  because  it  has 
not  had  sufficient  enlisted  men  in  it. 
This  program,  we  hope,  will  give  it  the 
enlistments  which  would  make  it  an 
overall  workable  reserve.  The  other 
branches  of  the  service  have  not  suffered 
in  the  same  way  that  the  Army  has  with 
regard  to  enlistment.  They  have  had 
various  attractions  such  as  cruises  and 
things  of  that  kind,  which  have  made 
the  other  branches  of  the  service  at¬ 
tractive  to  the  enlisted  man.  This  bill, 
we  hope,  will  give  us  enough  enlistments 
so  that  we  will  have  a  workable  reserve 
and  the  whole  tenor  and  the  whole  atti¬ 
tude  throughout  the  Army  reserve  will 


be  improved.  I  think  the  gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  that  is  one  purpose 
of  this  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  It  is  one  of  the  purposes 
and  it  is  a  big  improvement.  Let  me  take 
this  opportunity  to  congratulate  the 
chairman  and  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  who  spent  at  least  6  long  weeks  in 
careful,  painstaking  study  of  this  par¬ 
ticular  measure.  It  is  an  improved  bill. 
It  is  shorter,  simpler,  and  better.  It  is  a 
little  different,  but  only  in  minor  respects 
from  the  former  bill  that  we  brought  in. 
It  is  more  understandable.  However,  it 
eliminates  the  National  Guard  com¬ 
pletely.  Nothing  is  said  about  it,  and  it 
leaves  it  in  status  quo.  This  measure 
simply  gives  an  equal  opportunity  to  the 
youth  of  this  Nation  to  join  a  Regular 
Reserve  unit  as  do  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  to  say  that  one  of  the  reasons 
the  Reserve  program  is  not  working  well 
under  the  present  selective-service  setup 
is  because  the  penalties  therein  were  too 
severe? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Would  it  not  be  a 
simple  process  to  amend  the  selective- 
service  law  and  reduce  your  penalty  than 
to  come  to  the  House  today  to  seek  what 
the  gentleman  himself  called  a  backdoor 
approach  to  UMT? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  cannot  for  the  life  of 
me  see  any  UMT  in  this  bill,  as  it  is. 
When  the  original  bill  was  before  the 
House  a  short  time  ago,  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Bates],  stated 
that  I  could  recognize  UMT  or  any  part 
of  it  in  the  dark.  That  was  a  great 
compliment  and  with  all  modesty  and 
humility  I  agree  with  his  statement.  I 
can  even  smell  some  people  before  I  see 
them.  But  if  we  load  this  bill  down  with 
a  lot  of  amendments,  and  if  we  load  it 
down  with  a  lot  of  hogwash,  I  am  going 
to  fight  it  tooth  and  toenail.  Let  me  talk 
about  the  thing  that  disturbs  me  the 
most  about  the  measure.  I  am  glad  the 
gentleman  raised  that  question.  What 
disturbs  me  in  enacting  this  law  is  what 
might  happen  to  it  when  we  start  read¬ 
ing  the  bill  and  attempt  to  amend  it  on 
the  floor,  and  particularly  what  might 
happen  in  another  body  or  when  we  go 
to  conference.  I  know  how  bloody  our 
heads  get  in  these  conference  fights.  I 
have  been  through  a  few. 

I  am  for  this  bill.  I  voted  for  it  as  it 
came  out  of  committee.  It  takes  out  the 
Guard,  and  it  reduces  the  Reserve  serv¬ 
ice  from  8  years  to  6  years.  A  boy  does 
not  have  to  take  this  thing,  but  if  he 
voluntarily  elects  to  take  it  before  his 
18  [2  birthday,  then  after  that  he  is  obli¬ 
gated  until  he  is  28  years  of  age.  If  he 
enters  a  regular  Reserve  unit  and  serves 
2  active  years,  then  he  goes  into  the 
Regular  Reserve  for  3  years  and  in  the 
Standby  Reserve  for  1  year,  which  makes 
a  total  service  of  6  years.  He  will  then 
be  about  24  years  of  age.  Perhaps  he 
will  not  be  married  or  rearing  a  family 
by  that  time.  I  do  not  think  he  should 
be.  If  he  is  going  into  a  profession,  or 
whether  he  seeks  employment  in  some 


great  industrial  plant,  or  goes  into  a  bus¬ 
iness  of  his  own,  I  cannot  see  how  this 
program,  if  it  is  honestly  and  intelligently 
administered,  will  seriously  interfere 
with  the  personal  education  of  the  in¬ 
dividual  or  seriously  disrupt  our  in- 
dustiral  economy.  So  that  is  a  great 
improvement  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  HOLTZMAN.  Would  it  not  have 
been  simpler  to  reduce  the  penalties  in 
the  Selective  Service  Act? 

Mr.  SHORT.  No.  I  do  not  think  so. 
This  is  a  new,  clean  bill,  and  it  gives 
opportunity  to  every  young  man,  just 
as  it  does  for  those  who  are  entering 
the  National  Guard,  to  enter  any  Regu¬ 
lar  Reserve  unit,  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
the  Marine  Corps,  the  Air  Force,  or  the 
Coast  Guard,  and  discharge  his  military 
obligation  before  he  becomes  married 
and  assumes  the  responsibility  of  rearing 
a  family  or  before  going  into  a  profes¬ 
sion  or  an  established  business. 

I  am  for  this  bill  as  it  is,  but  what 
disturbs  me  is  in  attending  a  conference 
at  the  White  House — I  did  not  attend 
it — I  want  to  read  this  press  release  that 
was  given  out  about  10  days  ago: 

Senate  Republican  Leader  Knowund 
emerged  from  the  White  House  and  said  he 
is  still  hopeful  a  Reserve  bill  satisfactory 
to  the  President  can  be  passed. 

Well,  so  am  I.  Though  even  President 
Eisenhower  is  not  the  keeper  of  my  con¬ 
science  : 

Then,  Republican  House  Leader  Martin 
of  Massachusetts — • 

Joe  is  honest  and  frank  and  forthright. 
He  could  not  lie  to  you  if  he  wanted 
to.  He  is  one  of  God’s  noblemen  and  I 
love  him.  “Nuff  sed.” 

Republican  House  Leader  Martin,  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  also  at  the  weekly  meeting  with 
President  Eisenhower  agreed  something  ade¬ 
quate  might  be  worked  out  through  floor 
amendments,  Senate  action,  and  Senate  and 
House  conferences. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  let 
the  cat  and  all  the  little  kittens  out  of 
the  bag  there. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  At  the  time  that  state¬ 
ment  was  made,  the  legislation  that  we 
had  heard  was  coming  out  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  a  mere  skeleton  in  form  and 
would  have  done  no  good.  Therefore,  I 
said  we  would  take  what  we  got  and  try 
to  improve  on  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  is  pret¬ 
ty  well  satisfied  with  this  particular 
measure,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Yes,  and  I  know  the 
administration  is  satisfied  with  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Good  enough.  Some¬ 
thing  happened  then,  too,  when  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson] 
withdrew  consideration  and  moved  that 
the  committee  rise  on  the  former  meas¬ 
ure.  He  was  simply  going  to  bring  a  bill 
to  implement  the  Draft  Act.  All  of  the 
burden  would  have  been  carried  only 
by  those  boys  who  were  drafted.  Large 
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segments  of  our  population  would  have 
escaped  all  military  responsibility  or 
duty. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  was  the  bill  that 
the  distinguished  minority  leader  had 
reference  to.  He  had  no  reference  to 
this  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  was  sure  of  that.  I 
am  very  glad  it  is  cleared  up.  But  don’t 
emasculate  or  stuff  this  bill  if  you  want 
me  to  support  it. 

Mr.  REES'  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  As  I  understand 
the  gentleman’s  statement,  he  tells  us 
that  this  is  not  a  universal  military 
training  bill. 

Mr.  SHORT.  No,  sir;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  But  if  a  man 
should  take  advantage  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion,  as  I  understand,  he  must  join  the 
Reserves  before  he  is  18 14  years  of  age. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  When  he  does 
join  before  he  is  1814  years  of  age  his 
entire  military  drill  would  be  a  period  of 
8  years,  excepting  he  might  cut  it  back 
to  6  years  under  certain  conditions.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  what  he  has 
today.  These  boys  who  are  drafted  and 
serve  2  years  in  the  Army — usually  it  is 
3  or  4 — in  the  Navy  it  is  3  or  4  and  in  the 
Air  Force  it  is  4;  they  need  them  that 
long,  but  under  present  existing  law  a 
boy  who  is  drafted  today  and  serves  2 
years  in  the  military  goes  into  the  Re¬ 
serves  for  6  years  more,  and  if  he  does 
not  perform  his  reserve  duties  there  are 
severe  penalties,  5  years  imprisonment, 
or  a  $10,000  fine,  or  both. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  And  it  simmers 
down  to  this:  This  proposal  is  one  that 
applies  to  boys  who  are  1814  years  of  age; 
does  it  not? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Seventeen  and  eighteen, 
absolutely  so.  He  can  discharge  his  ob¬ 
ligated  duty  at  an  early  age. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  And  if  he  is  25 
years  of  age  it  does  not  do  him  any  good. 

Mr.  SHORT.  No,  it  does  not;  and 
anyone  with  service  prior  to  July  27, 
1953,  cannot  be  called  back,  no  boys  who 
served  before  the  Korean  truce.  If  we 
pass  this  legislation  we  will  no  longer  be 
grabbing  the  poor  fellow  who  served  both 
in  Europe  and  in  the  Pacific  in  World 
War  II  and  in  Korea.  We  will  take  the 
younger  men  without  prior  service  first. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  But  you  keep 
the  Draft  Act  going  at  least  until  1959. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Absolutely.  We  have 
already  passed  the  draft  law.  That  act 
is  signed,  and  it  does  not  expire  until 
July  1,  1959.  This  piece  of  legislation 
runs  concurrently  with  it  until  that  time. 
I  hope  in  1959  we  can  end  the  draft. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mi*.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  know  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Missouri  has  al¬ 
ways  opposed  compulsory  military 
training. 


Mr.  SHORT.  And  I  am  still  opposed 
to  it.  I  will  forever  oppose  it  except  in 
time  of  war. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  join  him  in  that. 
Now,  does  the  gentleman  tell  the  House 
today  and  the  country  that  there  is  no 
compulsory  military  training  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  what  I  say. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  And  the  gentleman 
is  for  this  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  for  the  bill,  al¬ 
though  it  is  the  most  painful,  most  dis¬ 
turbing  decision  I  ever  made.  I  spent 
many  sleepless  nights,  may  I  say  to  the 
gentleman,  and  I  have  not  capitulated 
or  surrendered  my  principle. 

There  is  no  compulsion  in  this.  It 
is  voluntary.  It  does  give  the  youth  of 
the  land  a  chance  to  choose  the  branch 
of  service  they  serve  in  under  the  Re¬ 
serve  unit  of  the  different  services,  and 
it  shortens  the  length  of  obligated  serv¬ 
ice  from  8  years  to  6  years. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
frank  opinion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri,  because  I  look  to  him  for  guid¬ 
ance  and  advice  in  this  type  of  legisla¬ 
tion.  Now  the  gentleman  is  telling  the 
House  that  he  is  for  the  House  bill  as 
written. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  His  fear  is  that  it  may 
be  loaded  down  in  the  other  body. 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  it  is  I  will  fight.  I 
will  be  one  of  the  conferees.  And  I  will 
not  surrender.  We  surrendered  day  be¬ 
fore  yesterday  on  the  doctors’  draft. 
Yesterday  we  surrendered  on  the  judges 
pay  bill.  I  am  tired  of  surrendering  and 
will  fight  to  retain  or  restore  some  in¬ 
dependence,  prestige,  and  dignity  to  this 
House. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  So  the  gentleman  gives 
notice  to  the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the 
House  that  they  are  expected  to  stand 
by  the  House  version  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  gave  my  position  un¬ 
mistakably  when  we  reported  it  out  of 
committee  and  I  feel  I  have  an  obliga¬ 
tion  to  my  friends  in  this  body  who  have 
stood  with  me  on  this  proposition  all 
through  the  years.  I  respect  and  love 
you.  I  am  only  one  Member  of  this 
body  but  I  will  not  let  you  down. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  And  the  gentleman 
is  one  of  the  conferees. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  The  gentleman 
knows  the  respect  in  which  I  hold  him 
and  I  desire  to  go  along  with  him  as 
far  as  possible.  I  raise  this  question 
merely  for  information.  There  is  much 
in  this  bill  I  would  like  to  support,  but 
am  I  correct  in  understanding  that  with 
respect  to  those  who  have  been  drafted 
since  July  of  1953  or  those  who  have  vol¬ 
untarily  enlisted  since  then  that  there  is 
a  compulsory  provision  with  respect  to 
their  training  after  they  terminate  their 
active-duty  service. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Oh,  yes.  You  have  got 
to  have  some  teeth  in  it.  And  they  are 
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now  obligated  under  existing  law.  At  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  And  to  that  extent 
there  is  compulsion? 

Mr.  SHORT.  To  that  extent  there  is 
in  the  form  of  6  years  of  Reserve  service. 

Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  McVEY.  I  should  like  to  ask  this 
question  of  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Missouri.  I  have  received  a  num¬ 
ber  of  letters  from  educational  organiza¬ 
tions  stating  that  if  this  bill  is  passed 
there  will  be  a  tendency  for  young  men 
to  leave  high  school  and  enter  the  Re¬ 
serves  before  graduation.  Has  the  gen¬ 
tleman  considered  that? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes;  we  considered  that 
very  carefully  and  I  entertain  no  great 
fears  as  to  that. 

Now,  something  has  been  said  about 
pressure.  If  you  have  any  imagination 
you  can  realize  some  of  the  pressures 
that  have  been  brought  on  me  from  the 
Pentagon,  and  I  was  also  called  to  the 
White  House.  But  the  pressure,  I  must 
say,  from  the  military  has  not  been  half 
as  insistent  or  persistent  as  a  lot  of  other 
organized  groups.  My  dear  church 
friends  have  been  after  me  so  hard  and 
so  long,  and  I  have  fought  with  them 
and  for  them  and  I  intend  to  continue 
to  do  it,  but  they  have  spent  enough 
money  on  telegrams  that  have  flooded 
me  the  past  2  or  3  days  to  send  a  mis¬ 
sionary  to  Africa  for  the  next  100  years. 
They  do  not  need  to  send  me  telegrams. 
I  am  definitely  on  their  team.  I  once 
preached  and  still  do  if  anyone  will 
listen.  I  was  a  college  professor  and  be¬ 
lieve  in  education,  but  not  too  much. 
I  must  confess  my  patience  has  been 
worn  a  bit  thin,  I  have  been  just  slightly 
irritated  and  annoyed  by  this  constant 
prodding  by  some  of  these  good  friends. 
I  want  to  say,  and  I  say  this  in  all 
honesty,  fairness,  and  frankness,  the 
military  has  been  just  about  as  consider¬ 
ate  of  my  position  as  some  of  the  op¬ 
ponents  of  this  legislation. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Illinois. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  would  like  to  ask 
two  questions,  in  very  great  sincerity.  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  it  is  true  in 
this  bill  that  that  group  of  young  men 
who  do  not  volunteer  for  this  training 
before  the  age  of  18  Mj  or  are  not  among 
those  drafted,  the  group  in  between — 
will  never  be  called  upon  to  serve  their 
country  either  actively  or  in  the  Re¬ 
serve? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  very  true.  You 
take  the  gamble.  Some  men  may  never 
be  called. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Is  that  not  a  very 
discriminatory  provision? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Let  me  say  to  the  very 
beautiful,  intelligent,  and  charming 
Member  from  Illinois - 

Mis.  CHURCH.  I  am  overcome. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  mean  every  word  of  it 
and  she  knows  it.  Mrs.  Short  knows  it, 
too.  So  I  am  safe.  I  do  not  know  how  in 
the  world  you  could  ever  pass  a  law  that 
would  do  equal  and  exact  justice  to  every 
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individual.  I  just  do  not  think  it  is 
humanly  possible.  We  talk  about  uni¬ 
versal  service  and  equality  of  treatment. 
In  time  of  war,  after  all,  only  a  very 
small  percentage  of  our  soldiers  and 
sailors  ever  get  up  to  the  front  lines 
where  they  fight.  It  takes  about  20  peo¬ 
ple  back  home  to  support  that  1  man  up 
in  the  front  lines. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  may  say  in  all  serious¬ 
ness  to  the  gracious  lady,  I  do  not  know 
how  we  could  legislate  where  we  would 
place  an  equal  burden  upon  every  single 
individual. 

Mi's.  CHURCH.  Now,  my  second  ques¬ 
tion  runs  a  bit  deeper.  The  gentleman 
with  equal  sincerity  fought  this  bill  some 
time  back. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Not  this  bill. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  The  somewhat  sim¬ 
ilar  bill  then  under  consideration.  The 
gentleman  at  that  time  referred  to  the 
provision  for  the  6-month  voluntary 
training  program,  as  being  the  opening 
door  to  a  possible  UMT.  I  believe  today 
that  he  says  there  is  nothing  of  that 
nature  in  this  present  bill.  Will  he  out¬ 
line  in  the  Record,  so  that  we  might 
report  it,  the  changes  in  that  respect 
between  the  two  bills  which  made  him 
change  his  mind? 

Mr.  SHORT.  One  thing  is,  we  have 
taken  the  Guard  completely  out  of  the 
bill  and  we  have  shortened  the  obli¬ 
gated  service  from  8  to  6  years.  I  would 
cut  it  to  4  years  but  I  was  the  only 
member  of  our  committee  to  vote  for  the 
4-year  period. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  was  asking  the  gen¬ 
tleman  about  that  group  who  might  vol¬ 
unteer  before  18  y2.  That  is  the  only 
section  of  the  bill  which  is  really  in 
question  here. 

Mr.  SHORT.  It  would  shorten  the 
period  of  obligated  service. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  was  worried  about 
that  first  opening  wedge  and  I  think  that 
the  country  would  like  to  know  what 
safeguards  against  it  have  now  been 
written  in  this  new  bill — safeguards 
which  have  led  the  gentleman  to  feel 
that  the  danger  no  longer  exists. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  think  this  bill  is  bet¬ 
ter  than  the  draft.  We  are  going  to  have 
to  maintain  the  draft  law  for  at  least 
4  more  years,  as  long  as  this  interna¬ 
tional  tension  exists.  The  goal  and  the 
ideal  is,  of  course,  universal  disarma¬ 
ment,  and  we  could  get  it  if  the  Commu¬ 
nists  would  submit  to  open  and  fair  in¬ 
spection,  and  here  we  are  apostles  of 
peace,  and  the  President  has  named  a 
member  now,  giving  Cabinet  status  to 
Mr.  Stassen,  to  head  up  this  drive  for 
peace,  and  we  are  holding  conferences. 
It  does  seem  incongruous,  a  bit  contra¬ 
dictory,  when  we  are  talking  about  world 
peace  and  universal  disarmament,  that 
we  are  trying  to  strengthen  our  Reserves. 
We  shall  remain  strong  until  we  are 
safe.  But,  I  think  there  is  less  real  mili¬ 
tarism  in  this  present  bill  than  there  is 
in  the  draft  law.  This  is  by  far  the  best 
bill  we  have  had  and  I  do  not  want  to  be 
stupidly  obstinate  or  unreasonably  stub¬ 
born. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Is  there  less  chance 
of  UMT  in  this  bill  than  in  the  bill 
brought  in  4  weeks  ago? 


Mr.  SHORT.  I  think  there  is.  I  would 
say  this  to  the  gentlewoman:  If  after 
trying  this  plan  and  they  see  it  will  not 
work,  if  the  boys  from  the  Pentagon  come 
to  us  at  the  next  session  of  Congress  or 
in  the  next  Congress,  if  I  happen  to  be 
here,  I  can  promise  the  gentlewoman 
from  Illinois  that  I  will  fight  to  the  last 
ditch  and  breath  left  in  me  to  prevent 
UMT. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  hope  that  it  would 
not  then  be  too  late. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  have  always  been 
against  UMT;  I  am  today,  and  I  shall 
continue  to  be. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  told  us 
he  opposed  the  other  bill  because  of  the 
compulsory  features  or  at  least  some  of 
the  compulsory  features  in  the  other  bill; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  first  bill  could  be 
an  opening  wedge  that  would  lead  to 
UMT.  It  is  not  only  where  you  start; 
it  is  where  you  end  that  counts.  But  I 
am  willing,  after  all  these  years,  to  give 
this  thing  a  whirl  and  a  try.  Frankly, 
there  is  some  risk  in  this. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  would  like  to  know 
what  compulsory  features  have  been 
eliminated  as  between  the  two  bills. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  bills  are  practically 
the  same.  There  are  some  minor  differ¬ 
ences.  But  this  is  an  improved  bill.  I 
have  pointed  them  out. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  there  is  eliminated 
from  this  bill  the  compulsory  assignment 
of  the  National  Guard.  That  is  the  dif¬ 
ference. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  is  the  only  one. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  In  the  interest  of 
doing  what  the  gentlewoman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  so  well  pointed  out,  could  you  tell 
me  why  the  age  of  1814  is  set  as  the 
limit  for  people  to  volunteer?  Why 
could  not  somebody  volunteer  when  he  is 
21  or  20  or  23? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  more  or  less 
arbitrary,  I  will  say,  but  it  is  like  fixing 
a  date  line.  If  you  were  born  before  a 
certain  date  and  you  received  an  injury, 
you  would  get  a  pension.  You  have  got 
to  have  a  date  or  an  age  of  some  kind, 
and  the  committee,  after  going  into  all 
aspects  of  the  problem,  thought  1814  was 
the  proper  age.  That  is  when  they  come 
under  the  National  Guard  and  are 
drafted.  We  wanted  to  keep  it  uniform. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  It  has  nothing  to 
do,  then,  with  the  filling  of  the  draft? 

Mr.  SHORT.  No. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Because  the  goal 
is  set  at  250,000? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  The  draft  begins  at  age 
1814.  That  is  the  reason  for  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes.  I  want  to  thank 
Members  for  their  patience  and  under¬ 
standing. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Yoi'k  [Mr.  Klein]. 

(Mr.  KLEIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
the  floor  at  this  time  simply  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  whether 
there  is  any  truth  to  the  statement  that 
I  have  heard  that  in  cases  where  there 
are  no  armories  available  for  the  train¬ 
ing  of  these  reservists,  that  they  will 
have  to  take  a  correspondence  course 
and  thus  obtain  their  training.  Does 
the  gentleman  care  to  answer  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  am  sorry  I  can¬ 
not  answer  the  gentleman’s  question,  in 
detail,  because  I  do  not  have  the  break¬ 
down  in  front  of  me,  but  we  appropriated 
this  year  $250  million  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  armories,  and  last  year  it  was 
$250  million,  and  we  hope  there  will  be 
available  all  over  the  country  armories 
where  the  Reserve  units  are  established. 

Mr.  KLEIN.  It  is  perfectly  obvious, 
of  course,  that  you  could  not  have  them 
all  over  the  country,  and  as  long  as  this 
bill  would  require  these  reservists  to  be 
trained  weekly  or  more  often,  obviously 
they  would  have  to  have  some  other  kind 
of  training,  and  they  will  probably  come 
up  with  a  coi'respondence  course.  I 
should  like  to  tell  a  short  story  I  heard 
some  time  ago,  on  the  subject  of  cor¬ 
respondence  courses,  and  their  effective¬ 
ness.  I  certainly  would  hate  to  depend 
to  be  defended  by  an  ai-my  that  is  trained 
by  correspondence  courses.  They  had 
a  dinner  in  a  small  town,  and  a  prom¬ 
inent  citizen  of  that  town  was  selected 
to  be  the  guest  of  honor  at  the  dinner 
to  give  a  eulogy  on  Abraham  Lincoln. 
He  had  never  made  a  speech  in  his  life. 
The  dinner  was  about  2  months  off,  so 
he  decided  to  take  a  coi’respondence 
course  in  public  speaking.  He  did  his 
homework  religiously,  and  came  the 
night  of  the  dinner  he  was  letter  per¬ 
fect.  He  had  practiced  in  his  bedroom 
before  the  mirror,  and  really  impressed 
himself  as  being  an  excellent  public 
speaker.  He  knew  his  subject  by  heart, 
and  then  came  the  time  to  speak.  He 
was  called  on,  and  he  started  off  by  say¬ 
ing,  “Mr.  Chairman,  distinguished 
guests,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  Abraham 
Lincoln  is  dead.”  And  then,  as  happens 
so  often,  either  through  stage  fright  or 
nervousness,  he  forgot  the  speech.  He 
stood  there  for  a  minute.  The  minute 
seemed  like  an  hour  to  him.  He  was 
panic  stricken.  Finally  he  remembered 
a  footnote  in  one  of  the  lessons  of  his 
correspondence  course  which  said  that 
when  you  get  up  to  make  a  speech  and 
you  forget  your  speech,  start  all  over 
again  and  it  will  come  back  to  you.  So 
he  heaved  a  mental  sigh  of  relief  and 
started  all  over  again.  He  said:  “Mr. 
Chairman,  distinguished  guests,  ladies 
and  gentlemen,  Abraham  Lincoln  is 
dead.”  But  nothing  happened,  he  still 
could  not  remember  the  rest  of  it.  He 
tried  it  a  third  time,  and  when  he  got  to 
the  point  where  he  said,  “Abraham  Lin¬ 
coln  is  dead,”  he  continued,  “and  I  don't 
feel  so  good  myself.” 

All  I  can  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  that 
if  we  have  to  depend  on  correspondence 
courses,  I  don’t  feel  so  good  myself,  nor 
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will  the  rest  of  you,  in  that  event  this 
will  be  some  Army  and  some  Reserve. 

I  intend  to  vote  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Gavin], 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  listening 
to  the  debate  here,  it  would  seem  that 
everybody  is  trying  to  find  some  criti¬ 
cism  of  this  legislation  on  which  so 
many  hours  and  days  and  weeks  have 
been  spent  by  the  subcommittee  and  the 
full  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  I 
cannot  understand  why  they  are  not 
interested  in  trying  to  develop  the  na¬ 
tional  Reserve  program,  to  contribute  to 
our  national  defense,  or  why  we  should 
not  be  interested  in  trying  to  educate 
and  instruct  mentally  and  physically  the 
youth  of  America  in  the  fundamentals 
of  war  so  in  the  event  that  we  should 
suddenly  be  catapulted  into  a  war  and 
they  are  called  upon  to  do  their  part 
they  would  have  the  basic  knowledge  and 
training. 

Every  speaker  seemed  rather  half  apol¬ 
ogetic  about  this  proposed  legislation  to 
strengthen  our  reserves.  I  do  not  think 
there  are  any  apologies  needed  for  this 
legislation.  I  think  the  youth  of  Amer¬ 
ica  want  and  are  ready  to  receive  this 
training  to  be  prepared  in  the  event  we 
should  again  find  ourselves  in  an  emer¬ 
gency.  I  think  it  is  logical  for  them  to 
be  educated  to  love  of  our  country,  and 
devotion  to  duty,  discipline,  mental  and 
physical  training  and  all  of  those  things 
that  this  voluntary  program  will  teach 
them. 

It  will  teach  them  discipline.  They 
will  be  instructed  in  the  fundamentals 
of  modern  warfare. 

Let  me  take  myself  as  an  example.  In 
World  War  I,  I  landed  down  at  Fort 
Oglethorpe,  Ga.  I  had  been  eating  T- 
bone  steaks  and  living  on  top  of  the 
world.  At  that  time,  the  Ft.  Oglethorpe 
training  center  left  much  to  be  desired. 
It  was  a  tent  outfit  in  a  sea  of  mud  with 
but  few  facilities.  It  was  more  disor¬ 
ganized.  I  did  not  know  what  it  was 
all  about,  but  there  I  was. 

After  I  had  been  there  a  couple  of 
days,  a  top  sergeant  bellows  out  one 
morning,  “Everybody  outside.”  So  I  go 
outside.  He  barks  out,  “Line  up  in  a 
company  front.”  Everybody  lines  up  in 
a  company  front.  The  sergeant  com¬ 
mands,  “Everybody  who  is  6  feet  or  better 
take  two  paces  to  the  front.”  So  I  take 
two  paces  to  the  front.  He  says,  “Right 
face.”  So  I  right  face.  He  says,  “For¬ 
ward  march,”  and  I  forward  march. 
And  they  marched  us  over  to  the  6th 
Division  which  needed  200  replacements, 
and  the  outfit  was  ready  for  shipping 
overseas.  So  in  short  time  I  landed  over 
in  France,  and  I  never  shot  a  rifle  in  my 
life  before.  I  did  not  know  squads  right 
from  squads  left.  I  was  rather  ill  at 
ease.  I  did  not  know  what  it  was  all 
about,  but  I  soon  caught  on.  I  often 
thought  to  myself,  “If  I  only  had  some 
basic  training,  if  I  only  had  6  weeks  I 
would  have  been  in  a  much  improved 
position.”  Six  months’  training  would 
have  helped  greatly.  I  would  have 
known  what  it  was  all  about. 

So  giving  the  youth  of  America  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  6  months’  training 


period  would  be  helpful.  This  program 
will  give  him  this  voluntary  opportunity 
for  this  training.  During  this  period, 
as  stated,  he  will  receive  mental  and 
physical  training,  taught  many  things  he 
ought  to  know  if  called  on  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  country.  This  instruction 
in  all  of  those  things  will  build  them  into 
vigorous,  fine  American  citizens.  So  let 
us  change  our  attitude  and  see  how  we 
can  make  this  Reserve  program  work. 
This  program  is  going  to  be  helpful  to 
the  youth  of  America.  They  will  come 
out  of  the  service  with  a  great  pride. 
They  will  be  proud  to  have  participated. 

What  did  we  do  after  World  War  I? 
I  actually  thought  we  meant  what  we 
said,  “A  war  to  make  the  world  safe  for 
Democracy.”  “This  is  a  war  to  end  all 
wars.”  Rather  than  a  “war  to  end  all 
wars”  we  paved  the  way  for  the  dictators 
that  followed.  We  then  went  down  the 
way  of  pacifistic  peace.  We  sank  our 
battleships,  destroyed  our  fortifications, 
and  put  our  trust  in  treaties  with  people 
we  thought  were  as  right-minded  as 
ourselves. 

What  happened?  We  let  down  our 
defenses.  Then  we  got  the  Trotskys, 
the  Lenins,  the  Stalins,  the  Hitlers,  the 
Himmlers,  the  Goerings,  the  Mussolinis, 
the  Cianos,  and  the  dictators  that  fol¬ 
lowed.  We  went  down  the  line  of 
pacifism.  We  sat  on  the  sidelines  and 
did  nothing  about  it.  We  wishfully 
thought,  “Well,  it  will  all  work  out.” 
But  it  did  not  work  out.  Again  suddenly 
we  were  catapulted  into  World  War  II, 
and  at  the  Battle  of  the  Bulge  which  you 
well  recall,  we  were  sending  these  boys 
in  with  14  or  15  weeks  of  basic  training. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  want  to  recall  to  the 
membership  that  after  World  War  II  the 
clamor  was  on  to  demobilize  the  Army. 
I  went  over  to  hear  General  Marshall  at 
the  Congressional  Library — to  hear  him 
explain  how  he  was  trying  to  get  the 
boys  back.  We  had  14  or  15  million  men 
going  forward.  The  war  was  over.  The 
cry  was  “Bring  the  boys  back  home.” 
The  Members  were  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  berating  the  “brass.”  We  had 
been  going  forward  with  14  or  15  mil¬ 
lion,  so  we  had  to  stop  and  go  into 
reverse.  It  was  a  tough  assignment  for 
the  military.  And  what  did  we  do?  We 
skeletonized  our  Army,  we  skeletonized 
our  Navy,  we  skeletonized  our  Air 
Force.  Then  suddenly,  in  1949,  we 
pulled  out  of  Korea.  Then  we  found 
ourselves  catapulted  into  the  Korean 
war.  And  what  happened?  We  were 
totally  unprepared.  We  had  but  little 
manpower,  a  few  obsolete  tanks  and  ba¬ 
zookas  in  Japan.  We  were  nearly  pushed 
back  into  the  sea  at  Pusan.  It  was  the 
most  humiliating  incident  in  the  history 
of  this  great  Nation  of  ours  because  we 
were  not  prepared,  the  youth  of  America 
was  not  prepared.  We  called  up  our  Re¬ 
serves,  we  called  up  the  boys  that  had 
been  fighting  in  World  War  II,  and  we 
again  asked  them  to  come  in  and  carry 
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on  the  fight  in  Korea.  They  did,  and 
turned  in  that  magnificent  performance. 

Now  we  are  trying  to  build  up  these 
reserves  so  the  veterans  of  World  War  II 
and  the  Korean  war  would  not  be  called 
again  in  event  of  an  emergency.  We  are 
trying  to  build  up  an  organization  to 
meet  any  emergency.  What  do  you 
want  to  do — call  back  again  the  boys 
who  fought  in  World  War  n?  Do  you 
want  to  call  back  the  boys  again  who 
took  the  punishment  in  Korea?  Cer¬ 
tainly  not.  This  bill  should  pass  and 
pass  overwhelmingly.  It  should  have  the 
support  of  every  Member  of  the  House. 
We  need  a  hard-hitting,  aggressive  Re¬ 
serve  to  tie  in  with  bur  national  defense 
program.  This  is  part  of  the  program. 
The  President  said  it  is  necessary  and 
essential  to  our  national  defense.  The 
necessity  for  this  program  is  proven. 
Let  us  see  how  we  can  build  up  this  re¬ 
serve  program.  It  is  not  perfect.  It 
needs  some  refinements.  It  will  be  im¬ 
proved  over  the  years,  however  let  me 
say  it  is  the  basis  upon  which  we  can 
build  up  a  great  reserve  corps.  I  trust 
it  will  have  the  overwhelming  support 
of  the  Members  of  the  House. 

I  have  every  confidence  in  the  youth 
of  America.  They  will  handle  them¬ 
selves.  Recently  I  was  privileged  to 
observe  the  training  program  of  the 
82d  Airborne  at  Fort  Bragg.  They  train 
a  fine  soldier  in  a  4-month  training  pro¬ 
gram.  We  saw  them  pass  in  review.  It 
was  a  thrilling  sight  and  I  certainly  was 
proud  of  them.  They  will  come  through 
with  flying  colors.  This  program  I  know 
will  build  fine  Americans  and  will  build 
up  a  great  national  reserve  corps  for  our 
national  defense. 

At  this  time  I  would  like  to  define  the 
word  “reservist”  as  defined  by  the  Re¬ 
serve  Officers  Association  of  the  United 
States: 

Let's  define  a  reservist.  He  is  one  pre¬ 
pared  in  peacetime  to  quickly  and  effectively 
assume  military  duties  in  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency.  He  follows  a  dual  career. 
As  a  citizen  he  must  provide  a  living  for  him¬ 
self  and  his  family;  as  a  reservist  he  volun¬ 
tarily  imposes  upon  himself  the  additional 
responsibility  of  military  preparedness. 

It  is  an  immeasurable  compliment,  which 
has  often  been  reiterated,  that  the  caliber  of 
so  many  Americans  has  enabled  them  to  per¬ 
form  their  active  duty  responsibilities, 
throughout  all  echelons,  on  a  par  with  career 
personnel. 

Such  performance  is  dependent  upon  the 
time  devoted  by  an  individual  to  preparing 
himself.  Our  problem  today  is  to  encourage 
a  sufficient  number  to  devote  that  time  and 
to  provide  the  tools  necessary  to  permit  the 
development  of  the  necessary  proficiency. 

In  the  past  when  crises  occurred  we  aug¬ 
mented  our  Regular  forces  by  employing  hur¬ 
riedly  trained  citizens  who  were  successful  in 
meeting  the  problems  of  wartime  conditions. 
Term  our  citizens-at-war  what  you  will, 
every  conflict  has  been  won  because  we  em¬ 
ployed  Reserve  forces.  In  the  future  such 
procedure  will  be  axiomatic  *  *  *  it  is  an 
Inescapable  requirement  to  success. 

The  time  element  we  have  enjoyed  in  the 
past  is  no  longer  with  us.  If  we  are  to  sur¬ 
vive  an  aggressor’s  attack,  we  need  face  the 
facts  of  life,  today.  We  must  have  a  better 
trained,  better  equipped,  and  better  prepared 
Reserve  than  in  the  past. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 
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Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  merely 
want  to  say  that  as  long  as  we  have  a 
few  Sergeant  Gavins  we  need  not  enter¬ 
tain  fears  of  dictatorship. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  ArendsI. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will 
not  try  to  add  anything  to  what  has  al¬ 
ready  been  said  with  respect  to  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill.  But  I  feel  I  would  be  amiss  in 
my  duty  not  to  make  a  few  general  ob¬ 
servations,  if  for  no  other  reason  than 
that  the  people  I  represent  may  know 
why  I  believe  this  bill  should  have  our 
overwhelming  support. 

I  am  supporting  this  bill  because  it  is 
vital  to  the  defense  of  our  country.  The 
penalties  to  our  people,  in  lives  and  in 
money,  for  our  failure  to  provide  them 
with  a  proper  national  defense  are  al¬ 
most  beyond  imagination.  The  ever- 
increasing  armed  might  of  Communist 
Russia  and  her  satellites  daily  remind 
us  of  an  ever  present  threat  to  our  secu¬ 
rity  and  our  very  existence  as  a  free 
people.  We  must  be  prepared  to  meet  it, 
not  just  for  today,  or  tomorrow,  but  for 
the  unforeseeable  future  as  long  as  this 
|  threat  is  present.  This  bill,  to  provide 
a  Ready  Reserve,  is  an  essential  part  of 
that  preparation. 

The  most  difficult,  and  yet  the  most 
important  phase  of  all  defense  planning 
is  manpower — not  just  mere  masses  of 
men,  but  highly  trained  men  who  can  be 
moved  into  action  on  a  moment’s  notice. 
In  this  day  of  speed  and  power,  with  a 
mile  having  become  but  an  inch  and  an 
hour  but  a  minute  of  time,  we  cannot  ex¬ 
pect  to  have  time  to  raise  and  train  men 
for  military  action  should  an  enemy 
suddenly  move  against  us.  It  is  impera¬ 
tive  that  we  have  trained  forces  ready 
for  every  emergency. 

If  we  do  not  have  such  trained  forces 
in  reserve  and  in  a  state  of  readiness, 
what  is  the  alternative  to  insure  that  we 
have  adequate  forces  to  repel  and  defeat 
the  enemy?  As  I  see  it,  the  alternative 
to  the  Ready  Reserve  program  proposed 
by  this  bill  is  an  increase  in  the  size  of 
our  standing  Armed  Forces.  This  would 
necessarily  mean  a  stepup  in  the  draft 
calls  under  the  Selective  Service  Act, 
with  its  disruptive  impact  on  individual 
lives  and  our  economy.  To  make  cer¬ 
tain  that  we  had  adequate  forces  on 
hand  there  would  be  inevitably  fewer 
and  fewer  deferments  as  now  granted 
under  existing  law  and  regulations. 

Bear  in  mind  that  our  defense  plan¬ 
ning  must  necessarily  be  for  the  long 
pull.  For  many  years  we  shall  probably 
be  obliged  to  burden  our  taxpayers  with 
large  defense  expenditures.  A  larger 
standing  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  as  now  contemplated  would 
add  to  that  economic  burden. 

The  Reserve  program  envisaged  by 
this  bill  will  make  possible  to  have  im¬ 
mediately  available  trained  men,  with  a 
very  minimum  cost  and  a  very  minimum 
of  impact  on  individual  lives  and  our 
civilian  economy.  This  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  will  give  a  flexibility  to  our  whole 
defense  planning.  And  flexibility  is  an 
important  characteristic  in  any  sound 
defense  planning  in  a  world  filled  with 
uncertainties. 

As  the  Members  of  the  House  know,  I 
am  unalterably  opposed  to  UMT.  Three 


years  ago  we  had  such  a  bill  before  us. 
I  opposed  it  in  committee,  and  I  opposed 
it  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  I  spoke 
against  it.  I  voted  against  it.  And  I 
take  pride  in  having  had  some  active 
part  in  bringing  about  its  defeat. 

I  was  opposed  to  UMT  then.  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  it  now.  And  I  will  continue  to 
oppose  it.  This  bill  has  been  misrepre¬ 
sented.  It  has  none  of  the  elements  of 
UMT. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  bill 
before  us  actually  lessens  the  military 
obligation  imposed  on  our  youth  by  the 
Selective  Service  Act  which  we  have  al¬ 
ready  voted  to  extend.  It  even  reduces 
the  degree  of  compulsion  imposed  by 
existing  law. 

Under  the  so-called  Draft  Act  which 
most  of  us  voted  for,  every  young  man  is 
subject  to  military  service  before  reach¬ 
ing  age  26.  He  is  obliged  to  serve  2  years 
on  active  duty.  But  that  does  not  com¬ 
plete  his  military  obligation  under  the 
law.  He  still  has  6  years  of  Reserve  obli¬ 
gation,  and  should  he  refuse  to  discharge 
that  obligation  as  may  be  required  he  is 
subject  to  $10,000  fine  or  imprisonment 
for  5  years. 

I  call  your  special  attention  to  the  fact 
that  under  the  terms  of  this  bill  the 
Reserve  obligation  is  reduced.  Instead 
of  an  8-year  military  obligation,  this  bill 
reduces  it  to  6  years.  The  reduction  will 
apply  retroactively  to  June  of  1951. 

I  also  stated  that  this  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  even  reduces  the  degree  of  com¬ 
pulsion  imposed  by  existing  law.  This 
bill  would  give  a  young  man  a  choice  in 
the  fulfilling  of  his  military  obligation 
that  he  does  not  presently  have.  A  young 
man  may  either  wait  his  draft  call  to 
which  he  is  subject  or,  if  he  wishes,  he 
may  enlist  directly  into  the  Reserve  by 
undergoing  6  consecutive  months  of 
active-di/ty  training.  The  choice  is  his. 
It  is  a  choice  he  does  not  presently  have. 

During  the  debate  on  this  pending 
measure,  and  the  one  we  previously  had 
before  us,  much  was  said  about  such  a 
reserve  training  program  as  this  seri¬ 
ously  interrupting  the  normal  lives  of 
our  youth.  There  is  no  doubt  that  for 
a  young  man  to  be  required  over  a  period 
of  time  to  attend  drills  or  go  on  active 
training  duty  will  represent  an  interrup¬ 
tion  in  his  normal  pursuits.  It  does  con¬ 
stitute  a  continuing  obligation  for  a  few 
years.  There  is  no  question  about  that, 
and  I  wish  it  could  be  avoided.  But  bear 
in  mind  that  there  is  the  continuing, 
even  longer  obligation,  in  existing  law  for 
which  I  repeat  the  great  majority  of  us 
voted. 

To  be  sure,  in  the  course  of  6  years  a 
young  man’s  status  or  situation  may 
change.  It  may  be  that  his  parental  or 
paternal  obligations  will  increase.  Any 
number  of  things  might  occur.  It  may 
develop  that  for  him  to  take  active-duty 
training  will  represent  a  great  hardship. 

Those  contingencies  have  not  been 
overlooked.  They  are  provided  for  in 
this  bill.  They  are  provided  for  not  only 
in  the  interests  of  the  individuals  af¬ 
fected  but  also  in  the  best  interests  of 
our  defense  program  itself. 

We  are  seeking  by  this  program  to  have 
a  mobilization  base.  We  are  seeking  to 
have  a  Ready  Reserve.  It  would  not  be 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  military  serv¬ 


ice  to  have  in  the  Ready  Reserve  men 
whose  family  or  perhaps  his  critical  job 
in  some  essential  industry  would  suffer 
greatly  were  he  called  to  duty.  If  that 
were  not  so,  the  word  “ready”  will  have 
become  meaningless.  He  must  be  ready 
to  go  into  action  for  his  country  not 
simply  in  terms  of  training  but  also  in 
terms  of  his  readiness  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  his  family  situation  or  the  job 
he  holds.  To  have  a  Ready  Reserve  in 
the  full  sense  of  the  term  you  must  have 
a  readiness  in  all  respects. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  provision 
is  made  for  the  continuing  screening  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  by  which  an  individ¬ 
ual,  by  virtue  of  the  change  in  his  cir¬ 
cumstances,  will  be  transferred  to  the 
Standby  Reserve.  It  will  be  a  continu¬ 
ing  process  to  make  certain  that  our 
Ready  Reserve  is  really  a  reserve  in 
readiness  in  all  respects,  military  and 
civilian.  Under  the  process  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve  with  critical 
skills,  combat  veterans,  or  those  whose 
call  to  duty  would  result  in  extreme 
hardship  to  him,  to  his  family,  or  to  his 
community,  will  be  screened  for  possible 
transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  like  the  Draft 
Act.  But  we  must  have  it  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  having  an  adequate  defense  that 
we  may  insure  peace  by  being  prepared 
in  the  event  of  war.  We  have  no  alter¬ 
native. 

We  likewise  have  no  realistic  alterna¬ 
tive  except  adopt  this  proposed  military- 
reserve  program.  Surely  we  will  not  al¬ 
low  sectionalism,  political  considerations, 
or  other  extraneous  questions,  influence 
how  we  shall  vote  on  this  bill.  There  is 
much  more  at  stake.  The  defense  of  our 
country  is  at  stake,  and  a  vote  for  this 
bill  is  a  vote  for  military  strength  that 
no  one  dare  try  to  take  away  our  freedom. 

(Mr.  ARENDS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Bray], 

(Mr.  BRAY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  first,  as  for 
a  statement  that  has  been  made  raising 
the  question  as  to  whether  we  want  a 
strong  Reserve  force,  there  is  no  one  in 
this  Chamber  who  is  more  desirious  of 
having  a  strong  Reserve  than  am  I.  I 
first  took  military  training  34  years  ago 
this  month,  and  have  been  active  at  it 
every  year  and  still  am.  So  in  my  objec¬ 
tions  to  this  bill  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
this  bill  will  injure  instead  of  assist  in 
bringing  about  a  strong,  healthy,  volun¬ 
tary  Reserve. 

First,  for  the  sake  of  the  record,  I  want 
to  ask  the  chairman  of  this  committee  a 
question.  This  is  only  for  the  sake  of 
the  record.  Does  this  bill,  in  your  opin¬ 
ion  and  the  opinion  of  the  committee  and 
the  counsel  for  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  entirely  eliminate  the  National 
Guard  from  all  provisions  of  this  act? 

Mr.  VINSON.  As  far  as  the  bill  is  con¬ 
cerned,  and  it  is  as  plain  as  language 
could  make  it,  in  my  judgment  it  has  no 
relation  whatsoever  to  the  National 
Guard. 
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Mr.  BRAY.  Frankly,  I  think  the  same, 
but  I  did  want  this  a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  At  no  place  in  the  bill  is 
it  even  mentioned. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  is 
better  than  the  last  bill  we  had  a  little 
over  a  month  ago.  The  reason  is  that 
this  bill  can  only  damage  one  section  of 
the  Reserve.  It  cannot  damage  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  because  it  is  out  of  the  bill. 
So,  at  least  for  that  reason,  this  bill  is 
materially  better  than  the  bill  we  just 
had. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
President  has  authority  to  call  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  at  any  time,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  BRAY.  That  is  correct.  There 
is  no  question  about  that.  Everybody  in 
the  National  Guard  wanted  to  be  there 
when  they  enlisted,  and  they  realized 
their  obligation  when  they  took  it. 

Now,  I  do  not  have  time  to  analyze 
this  bill  in  any  great  degree,  but  I  do 
want  to  read  from  page  2,  line  19,  of  this 
bill.  It  reads: 

Until  July  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President 
finds  that  the  authorized  strength  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval 
Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be 
maintained  at  the  strengths  deemed  suffi¬ 
cient  by  him,  he  may  authorize,  under  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense, 

What  that  means  is  that  we  are  tell¬ 
ing  the  Secretaries  of  Defense  that  they 
can  write  this  bill  as  to  training  for  the 
Ready  Reserves  outside  of  the  National 
Guard.  If  that  is  what  you  want,  that 
is  what  this  bill  gives.  There  are  other 
phases  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  I  would  like  to  ask 
my  distinguished  colleague,  a  member 
of  the  committee  and  a  student  of  mili¬ 
tary  affairs,  does  that  mean  that  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  can  say  how  long 
these  young  men  will  serve? 

Mr.  BRAY.  It  means  he  can  say  how 
long  they  shall  serve  up  to  8  years,  which 
is  the  limit  of  time  if  the  present  act 
becomes  operative. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Is  this  not  the 
greatest  delegation  of  authority  on  the 
part  of  this  Congress  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  in  a  time  when  we  were  not 
in  actual  shooting  war?  That  is  one 
major  reason  for  my  bitter  opposition 
to  this  legislation. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  have  never  seen  such 
a  broad  delegation  of  power.  This  legis¬ 
lation  in  effect  states  that  this  House  is 
not  capable  of  legislating  on  this  im¬ 
portant  subject. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  offer  an  amendment  on  page  2. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Just  a  moment.  I  have 
only  5  minutes.  I  will  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if  he  will  get  me  more  time. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  All  I  want 
to  tell  the  gentleman  is  that  I  am  going 


to  offer  an  amendment  to  clear  up  that 
point  which  the  gentleman  raises. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  am  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Committee  considering  this  legisla¬ 
tion.  The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  has 
not  to  my  knowledge  taken  this  amend¬ 
ment  up  with  any  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  do  not  know  what  the  amend¬ 
ment  is. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  question 
but  that  a  certain  group  of  people  intend 
to  go  to  the  other  body  and  get  a  differ¬ 
ent  bill.  As  has  been  brought  out  pre¬ 
viously  in  this  debate,  it  seems  as  though 
the  Defense  Department  intends  to  get 
their  version  of  the  bill  written  in  the 
other  body  and  then  have  it  accepted  in 
conference. 

I  do  not  generally  criticize  the  Defense 
Department.  It  has  on  the  whole  done 
a  fine  job,  and  I  have  been  a  strong  sup¬ 
porter  of  adequate  national  defense. 
However,  I  do  want  to  reiterate  that  the 
Pentagon  has  never  shown  any  real  in¬ 
terest  in  getting  a  strong  Reserve.  In 
our  7  weeks  of  hearings  on  the  bill,  at 
no  time  did  anyone  say  anything  compli¬ 
mentary  about  the  Pentagon’s  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Army  Reserves.  No  one 
on  this  floor  today  has  been  complimen¬ 
tary  of  the  Pentagon’s  handling  of  the 
Reserves.  By  that  I  do  not  mean  that 
all  of  the  officials  in  the  Pentagon  are 
against  the  Reserves.  That  is  not  true. 
There  are  some,  and  I  believe  increasing 
numbers,  who  believe  in  a  strong,  capable 
Reserve.  Notable  among  them  is  Gen. 
Hugh  Milton,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Army.  Apparently  though  all  too  many 
have  no  interest  in  a  strong  voluntary 
Reserve  system. 

The  proponents  of  this  bill  say  that 
they  only  want  a  bill  to  help  them  to 
train  a  strong  Reserve.  I  want  to  assure 
them  and  point  out  to  you  that  they  have 
all  of  the  legislative  authority  that  they 
need  to  carry  out  what  they  say  they 
desire  to  do.  Allow  me  to  quote  to  you 
from  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended: 

Section  4  (d)  (3)  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally 
qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the.  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve 
therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period 
which  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  par¬ 
agraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member 
of  such  Reserve  component  during  such 
period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment, 
enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assign¬ 
ment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the 
Armed  Force  in  which  he  served  is  available 
to,  and  can,  without  undue  personal  hard¬ 
ship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll, 
or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assign¬ 
ment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’ 
training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily 
therein. 

Section  12  of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended, 
reads  in  part  as  follows: 
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Or  who  in  any  manner  shall  knowingly 
fail  or  neglect  or  refuse  to  perform  any  duty 
required  of  him  under  or  in  the  execution 
of  this  title,  or  rules,  regulations,  or  direc¬ 
tions  made  pursuant  to  this  title,  shall,  upon 
conviction  in  any  district  court  of  the  United 
States  of  competent  Jurisdiction,  be  pun¬ 
ished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
5  years  or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000, 
or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  or 
if  subject  to  military  or  naval  law  may  be 
tried  by  court  martial  and,  on  conviction, 
shall  suffer  such  punishment  as  a  court 
martial  may  direct. 

It  is  a  fact  that  the  Pentagon  has 
never  attempted  to  enforce  this  act  at 
any  time,  although  it  was  a  bill  that  they 
wanted  when  it  was  passed.  I  will  at¬ 
tempt,  later,  to  give  you  what  I  believe 
is  the  reason  no  attempt  was  ever  made 
to  enforce  this  act.  That  disposes  of  the 
Pentagon’s  authority  to  force  veterans 
of  2,  3,  or  4  years  service  to  take  addi¬ 
tional  Reserve  training.  As  for  the 
statement  made  that  this  bill  is  needed 
to  train  the  Reserves,  I  want  to  point 
out  to  you  in  detail  that  no  such  au¬ 
thority  is  needed.  The  National  Guard 
has  a  plan  to  train  enlistees  that  gives 
exactly  the  results  the  proponents  of  this  i 
bill  say  that  they  favor.  All  of  this  is 
accomplished  without  additional  legisla¬ 
tion.  On  July  23  at  Lackland  Air  Base, 
1,400  members  of  the  Air  National  Guard 
will  graduate  from  a  11  weeks  basic 
training  course,  at  which  time  they  will 
return  to  their  National  Guard  unit  in 
their  home  towns.  They  are  volunteers 
and  are  being  trained  under  existing  leg¬ 
islation.  Commencing  the  1st  of  July 
there  is  a  quota  of  1,000  each  month  of 
Army  National  Guard  recruits  to  take 
8  weeks’  basic  training.  This  will  be 
followed  later  by  advanced  training  in 
their  special  fields.  All  of  this  is  done 
on  a  voluntary  basis  and  under  existing 
legislation. 

Why  is  the  National  Guard  program 
effective  while  the  rest  of  the  Reserve 
program  of  the  Army  is  not  effective? 
The  officers  and  men  in  the  Guard  are 
no  better  or  more  capable  than  are  the 
officers  and  men  in  the  other  branches  of 
the  Reserves.  However,  the  National 
Guard  has  the  backing  of  their  respec¬ 
tive  States.  They  want  to  make  a  credit¬ 
able  unit  and  they  are  constantly  bat¬ 
tling  the  Pentagon  to  see  that  the  Guards 
do  get  proper  training  and  proper  treat¬ 
ment.  The  Reserve,  outside  of  the 
Guard,  however,  does  not  have  that  as¬ 
sistance  from  the  States.  They  must 
rely  on  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Penta¬ 
gon. 

The  Pentagon,  as  I  have  already  point¬ 
ed  out,  now  has  authority  to  force  vet¬ 
erans  to  perform  their  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tion  and  can  try  them  by  court  martial 
or  in  Federal  court.  Do  they  want  more 
authority  than  that?  As  I  have  pointed 
out,  they  have  the  authority  to  carry  out 
any  voluntary  training  program  that 
they  desire.  I  want  to  make  only  one 
brief-  remark  as  to  the  forcing  of  the  2-, 
3-,  or  4-year  veterans  to  participate  in 
weekly  drills  and  go  to  summer  camp. 

In  my  opinion,  while  you  can  draft 
men  for  service  for  2  or  more  years,  and 
make  them  into  capable  soldiers,  I  doubt 
the  effectiveness  of  forcing  a  veteran  to 
take  the  weekly  training  program  after 
he  returns  from  service.  Since  he  is  a 
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forced  Reservist,  I  think  he  will  be  so 
bitter  against  the  program  he  will  cause 
authorities  more  trouble  than  he  will  do 
good.  It  also  seems  to  me  to  be  unfair 
that  the  veteran  of  2,  3,  or  4  years  would 
have  to  perform  these  services.  I  would 
rather  have  a  strong,  vital  voluntary 
Reserve,  and  protect  the  veteran  from 
further  service  as  much  as  possible,  un¬ 
less  the  need  for  his  service  is  great, 
and  this  2-,  3-,  or  4-year  veteran  is  the 
only  one  forced  to  train. 

This  philosophy  of  forcing  prior-serv¬ 
ice  men  to  drill  is  not  in- keeping  with 
that  of  the  American  Legion  and  the 
Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars.  However,  I 
want  to  point  out  that  while  the  Penta¬ 
gon  is  asking  for  that  authority  in  this 
bill,  they  already  have  that  authority. 

It  is  difficult  for  me  to  understand  ex¬ 
actly  why  the  Pentagon  is  asking  for 
authority  in  this  bill,  which  it  already 
has,  unless  they  plan  to  get  the  House  to 
pass  this  bill  and  then  get  the  other  body 
to  write  their  version  of  the  bill,  and 
get  it  through  conference.  The  only 
other  reason  I  can  think  of  as  justifica¬ 
tion  for  this  bill  is  that  the  Pentagon 
knows  that  it  does  not  intend  to  have 
the  bill  succeed,  and  build  a  strong  vol¬ 
untary  Reserve.  Then  the  Pentagon  will 
come  back  next  year,  or  the  year  fol¬ 
lowing,  and  again  tell  us  that  we  must 
have  a  stronger  bill.  That  we  must  give 
them  the  authority  to  draft  the  youth 
into  the  Reserve.  That  we  must  give 
them  more  and  more  authority  for  the 
regimentation  of  American  youth. 

If  this  bill  becomes  law,  I  will  be  wait¬ 
ing  with  interest  to  see  if  the  Defense 
Department  really  attempts  to  build  a 
strong  reserve,  or  if  they  will  come  back 
next  year  asking  for  more  and  more 
regimentation. 

In  closing  I  want  to  again  state  that 
I  am  in  favor  of  a  strong  voluntary  re¬ 
serve,  and  I  am  certain  it  can  be 
achieved,  but  I  am  equally  positive  it 
cannot  be  achieved  while  the  Pentagon 
is  more  interested  in  regimenting  the 
youth  of  America  than  it  is  in  getting 
this  strong  voluntary  reserve  program. 

I  again  want  to  state  that  my  voiced 
opposition  to  the  Pentagon  in  this  debate 
does  not  apply  to  its  general  actions 
on  other  phases  of  national  defense,  but 
only  to  its  failure  to  bring  about  a 
reserve  program. 

I  believe  there  is  one  significant  point 
of  evidence  that  shows  the  Pentagon 
does  not  intend  to  attempt  to  build  a  re¬ 
serve,  at  least  of  the  magnitude  they  say 
they  intend  to  do.  Today  there  are  ap¬ 
proximately  700,000  more  or  less  active 
Reservists.  Most  of  those  are  in  the 
National  Guard.  It  has  taken  a  half 
century  to  build  sufficient  armories  and 
facilities  to  take  care  of  this  700,000 
Reservists.  By  this  bill  the  Pentagon 
intends  to  immediately  have  an  active 
Reserve  of  2,900,000,  which  is  an  increase 
of  400  percent.  Yet  they  have  made  no 
plans  to  increase  the  training  facilities, 
such  as  armories,  and  the  like,  to  any 
appreciable  degree.  Neither  have  they 
presented  to  this  body  any  figures  as  to 
the  amount  of  money  that  it  will  take  to 
place  this  program  in  effect,  if  it  be¬ 
comes  law. 


In  closing,  I  want  to  again  emphasize 
the  importance  of  a  strong  voluntary 
Reserve,  and  also  point  out  that  this  bill 
takes  no  steps  toward  that  goal  that 
are  not  already  in  effect.  This  bill, 
however,  may  become  a  move  to  obtain 
more  and  more  regimentation  of  the 
youth  of  America.  In  these  troubled 
times  we  must  have  a  strong  Army, 
Navy  and  Air  Force.  However,  if  the 
time  ever  comes  in  America  when  we 
believe  that  our  principal  strength  is  in 
our  tanks  and  cannons,  our  ships  and 
planes,  just  as  that  time  will  America 
give  way  to  the  regimentation  of  mili¬ 
tarism. 

The  real  strength  of  America  is,  and 
always  has  been,  a  free  people  and  a 
free  economy.  Our  youth  is  our  great¬ 
est  asset  in  maintaining  the  freedom 
and  dignity  of  man  to  our  country  for 
future  years.  In  our  desire  to  remain 
strong,  we  must  never  for  one  moment 
forget  that  our  true  strength  is  the 
spiritual  strength  of  a  free  people.  This 
bill  will  not  provide  a  strong  free  Re¬ 
serve.  It  should  be  recommitted  to  the 
committee  until  a  good  bill  is  worked 
out. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Johnson], 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  prime  reason  for  action 
on  this  bill  at  this  moment  is  a  request 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
that  this  specific  legislation — H.  R. 
7000 — be  enacted  into  law.  To  me  the 
situation  confronting  us  points  to  a 
matter  of  extreme  urgency  arising  out 
of  a  recent  first-hand  experience  of  the 
Chief  Executive. 

The  Civil  Defense  Administration  de¬ 
cided  to  have  a  simulated  atomic  attack 
and  designated  the  roles  that  various 
persons  and  groups  would  carry  out  in 
this  exercise.  The  plans  called  for  the 
President  and  his  top  assistants  to  go  to 
a  hideout  that  was  set  aside  for  them. 
Their  part  of  the  exercise  was  carried 
out  to  the  letter. 

The  astonishing  thing  about  this  is 
that  when  the  President  emerged  from 
this  experience,  the  first  public  comment 
that  he  made  was  that  Congress  should 
promptly  write  and  pass  a  Reserve  bill. 
H.  R.  7000  is  the  answer  to  that  request. 
The  awful  contemplation  of  what  an 
atomic  attack  could  mean  emphasized 
to  the  President  the  absolute  necessity 
for  strengthening  our  military  position, 
especially  in  the  matter  of  Reserves. 

He  also  emphasized  that  a  previous 
bill  which  had  been  considered  by  the 
House  had  failed  of  passage,  not  because 
the  bill  was  unsatisfactory,  but  because 
an  auxiliary  problem  had  been  injected 
into  the  discussion  through  an  amend¬ 
ment  concerning  a  race  issue. 

The  proponents  of  the  first  bill  met 
every  objection  and  all  suggested  amend¬ 
ments  to  its  military  features.  These 
amendments  were  rejected  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole.  Then,  when  a 
purely  collateral  matter  was  raised 
which  forced  into  the  bill  a  provision 


attempting  to  solve  a  race  problem,  the 
opponents  of  the  bill,  not  having  been 
able  to  defeat  the  military  features  of  the 
bill,  seized  upon  this  feature  and  mus¬ 
tered  enough  votes  to  defeat  the  bill 
which  had  the  blessing  of  the  President. 

We  are  here  today  with  a  good  bill. 
It  is  again  one  that  meets  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  President,  the  Commander 
in  Chief  of  our  Armed  Forces.  It  has 
been  made  shorter,  simpler,  and  better 
than  the  former  bill. 

It  reduces  the  military  obligation 
from  8  years  to  6  years.  This  reduction 
applies  retroactively  to  all  who  have  ac¬ 
quired  the  8 -year  obligation  since  June 
19,  1951,  the  effective  date  of  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act. 

It  exempts  ordained  ministers  and 
divinity  students  from  the  obligation  to 
participate  in  military  training. 

It  permits  direct  enlistment  of  indi¬ 
viduals  into  the  Reserve  of  any  military 
service  for  a  normal  6  year  obligation, 
provided  they  will  agree  to  perform  2 
years  of  active  duty. 

In  the  bill  we  provided  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  may  prescribe  regula¬ 
tions  governing  such  enlistments.  Some 
of  us  had  doubt  about  the  advisability 
of  granting  this  power  to  the  Secretary. 
Those  of  us  who  have  been  active  in 
Reserve  legislation  for  a  considerable 
time  had  fought  for  what  we  called 
“statutory  recognition”  for  Reserves. 
We  had  felt  that  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  Defense  Department  or  any 
of  the  Military  Departments  could  be 
changed  at  will — and  sometimes  arbi¬ 
trarily — and  many  of  those  subject  to 
these  regulations  would  not  know  of 
modification  for  a  long  time.  Thus  we 
are  proposing  a  change  in  the  bill  we 
have  introduced  to  provide  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  can  prescribe  regulations,  but  he 
cannot  extend  the  period  of  enlistment 
beyond  the  time  prescribed  in  this  act, 
which  is  6  months. 

The  question  that  may  be  presented 
to  the  Members  again  is  whether  they 
will  follow  the  desires  of  the  President 
who  is  Comander  in  Chief  of  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  leadership  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York,  who,  I  presume, 
will  again  introduce  his  former  or  a 
similar  amendment. 

I  want  to  be  definitely  on  record  as 
supporting  the  President.  He  is  the  one 
that  has  the  terrifying  responsibility  of 
developing  and  using  our  Armed  Forces 
as  a  symbol  of  strength,  while  he  is  giv¬ 
ing  leadership  to  the  development  of 
world  peace  that  will  be  lasting.  Gen- 
Douglas  MacArthur,  undoubtedly  our 
greatest  military  mind  of  this  age,  is  on 
record  that  we  must  find  a  way  to  per¬ 
manently  outlaw  war,  otherwise  world 
suicide  might  follow.  As  the  recognized 
spokesman  and  leader  of  the  free  world, 
our  President’s  aim  is  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  this  objective.  A  strong  mili¬ 
tary  posture,  including  a  strong  Reserve 
force,  will  help  him  accomplish  that  aim. 

If  he  goes  to  the  summit  conference 
and  his  request  for  a  strong  Reserve  bill 
has  been  rejected,  his  situation  will  be 
one  of  embarrassment.  His  position  will 
be  weakened  immeasurably. 
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Fortunately  there  is  in  writing  over 
the  name  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  an  article  in  the  Reader’s  Digest 
that  tells  in  vivid  and  unmistakable  lan¬ 
guage  what  our  President  has  unobtrus¬ 
ively  done  for  the  gentleman’s  race.  I 
shall  place  it  in  the  Record  and  I  hope 
every  Member  of  the  House  reads  it  and 
particularly  notes  the  changes  that  have 
occurred  in  the  armed  services,  due  to 
the  influence  of  the  President. 

The  President  and  the  Negro 
(By  Representative  Adam  Clayton 
Powell,  Jr.) 

I  am  a  Negro  by  birth  and  a  Democrat  by 
choice;  for  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century  I 
have  worked  to  advance  the  rights  of 
Negroes.  During  the  1952  presidential  cam¬ 
paign,  I  tried  desperately  to  get  Dwight  D. 
Eisenhower  to  endorse  a  Federal  Fair  Em¬ 
ployment  Practices  Act.  This  he  steadfastly 
refused  to  do.  I  did  not  understand  why 
and,  like  many  Negroes,  I  feared  his  elec¬ 
tion  meant  a  setback  in  the  struggle  for  fairer 
treatment  and  equal  opportunities  for  our 
people. 

I  was  wrong.  , 

In  less  than  2  years  in  the  White  House 
President  Eisenhower  without  political 
trumpeting,  has  quietly  started  a  revolu¬ 
tion  which,  I  firmly  believe,  means  an  era 
of  greater  promise  for  Negro  citizens.  To¬ 
day  I  think  I  understand  what  the  Presi¬ 
dent  believes,  and  why  he  believes  it.  I 
know  now  that  he  practices  what  he 
preaches. 

Our  Chief  Executive  does  not  believe  that 
civil  rights  are  primarily  the  responsibility 
of  the  politician.  He  believes  this  issue  is 
a  problem  for  every  citizen  and  that,  through 
personal  leadership,  by  personal  example, 
Americans  can  be  counted  on  to  follow  de¬ 
cent  instincts  without  legislation.  In  an 
open  letter  to  me  in  the  early  months  of  his 
administration,  he  made  this  declaration. 

"I  shall  continue  to  devote  my  earnest 
efforts  to  advance  the  spirit  as  well  as  the 
fact  of  equality.  We  shall  not  take  a  single 
backward  step.  There  must  be  no  second- 
class  citizens  in  this  country.  To  achieve 
our  purpose  we  must  work  together  and  not 
be  content  until  we  have  gained  our  goal.” 

Those  were  fine  words.  The  President  has 
proved  he  means  them. 

The  example  he  has  set  began  in  the 
White  House.  Until  he  took  over,  no  Negro 
had  ever  been  employed  there  except  as  mes¬ 
senger  or  janitor.  President  Eisenhower  in¬ 
stalled  Mrs.  Lois  Lippman  as  the  first  Negro 
secretary.  Politics  had  nothing  to  do  with 
her  appointment.  She  was  hired  not  because 
of  her  color  or  in  spite  of  it.  She  had  proved 
to  be  an  efficient  secretary  when  working  in 
General  Eisenhower’s  campaign  headquarters 
in  New  York.  The  White  House  needed 
capable  secretaries,  and  so  she  was  brought 
to  Washington.  No  publicity  use  was  made 
of  it.  Nor  has  political  capital  been  made 
of  the  President’s  appointment  of  47  Negroes 
to  important  posts,  or  to  the  fact  that  27  of 
those  positions  had  never  been  held  by  Ne¬ 
groes. 

Since  the  Taft  administration,  no  Negro 
had  been  appointed  to  a  post  of  Little  Cab¬ 
inet  status  until  Eisenhower  appointed  J. 
Ernest  Wilkins,  prominent  Chicago  attorney, 
as  Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor.  Mr.  Wilkins 
was  not  appointed  on  account  of  his  color 
but  because  Secretary  of  Labor  James  P. 
Mitchell  believed  him  to  be  the  best  man  for 
the  job  and  so  recommended  him  to  the 
President.  In  the  same  way  Scovel  Richard¬ 
son,  former  dean  of  law  at  Lincoln  Uni¬ 
versity,  became  the  first  Negro  Federal  Parole 
Commissioner. 

The  population  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  is 
more  than  one-third  Negro.  Segregation 
has  been  the  established  pattern.  As  candi¬ 
date,  General  Eisenhower  said:  "I  shall  never 


cease  to  work  to  get  rid  of  this  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.” 

This  is  the  Eisenhower  record: 

Washington’s  restaurants,  following  vigor¬ 
ous  action  by  the  new  Attorney  General,  have 
stopped  segregation.  Officials  of  the  Restau¬ 
rant  Association  report  not  a  single  case  of 
serious  friction. 

At  the  urging  of  the  Eisenhower  appointed 
chairman  of  the  District  Board  of  Commis¬ 
sioners,  segregation  has  been  voluntarily 
eliminated  from  bars  and  restaurants  in 
Washington’s  hotels.  As  a  result  of  this 
some  hotels  are  following  a  more  liberal 
policy  with  regard  to  rental  of  rooms. 

With  the  help  of  movie  magnates,  Jim 
Crowism  has  been  wiped  out  in  Washington’s 
big  downtown  movie  theaters.  This  was 
done  with  such  an  absence  of  publicity  that 
last  summer  a  group  of  Negroes,  bent  on 
picketing  a  theater,  were  so  surprised  when 
tickets  were  sold  them  that  they  turned 
around  and  went  home. 

Segregation  has  been  abolished  in  the  city’s 
recreational  areas  and  facilities — without  a 
reported  case  of  serious  trouble.  It  has  been 
ended  in  21  out  of  23  departments  of  the 
District  government. 

The  District’s  public-housing  agency  has 
ordered  that  the  4,000  dwellings  to  be  con¬ 
structed  with  Federal  aid  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  low-income  families  without  dis¬ 
crimination  as  to  race.  “’White”  and  “col¬ 
ored”  signs  have  already  come  down  from 
all  but  4  of  the  19  projects  already  occu¬ 
pied. 

Washington  at  last  is  becoming  the  Cap¬ 
ital  of  our  democracy  in  fact  as  well  as 
in  name.  Today,  when  foreigners  come  to 
study  our  democratic  institutions,  Amer¬ 
icans,  instead  of  apologizing,  can  point  with 
pride  to  their  National  Capital. 

In  1948,  President  Truman  ordered  com¬ 
plete  integration  of  white  and  colored  sol¬ 
diers  in  the  armed  services.  Four  and  a 
half  years  later,  when  President  Eisenhower 
took  office,  40  percent  of  the  Army’s  all- 
Negro  units  were  still  intact;  75  percent  of 
Negroes  in  the  Navy  were  servants  in  the 
segregated  messmen’s  branch. 

Today  there  is  not  a  single  all-Negro  unit 
in  the  Army. 

It  was  reported  to  the  President  that  at 
21'  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  bases  segre¬ 
gated  schools  were  operated  for  the  children 
of  servicemen.  Investigation  disclosed  that 
at  other  bases,  some  in  the  South,  inte¬ 
gration  had  been  successfully  achieved. 
Whereupon,  many  months  before  the  recent 
Supreme  Court  decision,  the  President  or¬ 
dered  all  schools  at  all  military  bases  put 
on  a  nonracial  basis. 

Soon  after  his  inauguration  President 
Eisenhower  ordered  an  inquiry  to  find  how 
segregation  could  be  eliminated  with  a 
minimum  of  friction  from  many  Southern 
naval  bases  and  installations.  The  action 
which,  followed  was  another  example  of 
the  President’s  silent  revolution.  At  night, 
the  “white  only”  and  “colored”  signs  were 
removed  from  drinking  fountains  at  these 
bases.  A  few  days  later,  the  signs  point¬ 
ing  to  “white”  and  “colored”  restrooms 
were  painted  over.  Soon,  without  announce¬ 
ment,  cafeterias  were  opened  to  both  races. 
Within  a  few  months  segregation  was  com¬ 
pletely  eliminated  in  21  naval  plants  em¬ 
ploying  70,000  whites  and  Negroes. 

"The  walls  are  really  tumbling  down,”  said 
a  grateful  southern  Negro  leader.  This  ap¬ 
proving  opinion  is  shared  by  the  National  As¬ 
sociation  for  the  Advancement  of  Colored 
People.  Formerly  there  was  racial  segrega¬ 
tion  in  47  hospitals  of  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration,  ranging  all  the  way  from  separate 
waiting  rooms  for  Negroes  to  their  total  ex¬ 
clusion  from  some  institutions.  Today,  on 
orders  from  Harvey  V.  Higley,  Administrator 
of  Veterans’  Affairs,  there  are  no  segregated, 
libraries;  partitions  separating  the  races  at 
snack  bars  have  been  torn  down,  recreational 


facilities  have  been  made  open  to  all.  Ne¬ 
groes  are  treated  at  previously  all-white  hos¬ 
pitals,  and  there  are  white  patients  at  the 
former  Negroes-only  hospital  at  Tuskegee, 
Ala. 

Since  1942  virtually  all  Government  con¬ 
tracts  and  subcontracts  have  contained  pro¬ 
visions  prohibiting  job  discrimination  for 
reasons  of  “race,  creed,  color,  or  national 
origin.”  For  10  years  this  clause  meant  little 
or  nothing.  In  midsummer  1953,  Eisenhower 
set  up  the  President’s  Committee  on  Govern¬ 
ment  Contracts  to  deal  with  this  problem. 
The  new  committee  is  headed  by  the  Vice 
President.  Its  15  members  include  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor,  Mr.  Mitchell;  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General,  William  P.  Rogers;  and 
distinguished  representatives  of  business  and 
organized  labor.  It  lacks  any  enforcement 
authority,  but  with  active  Presidential  sup¬ 
port  it  accomplishes  through  quiet  persua¬ 
sion  what  a  decade  of  legal  agreements  failed 
to  do. 

The  committee,  for  example,  appealed  to 
the  telephone  company  serving  Washington 
to  drop  its  color  bar  in  employment.  This 
appeal  was  supported  by  one  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  White  House  assistants.  "The  Presi¬ 
dent  wants  you  to  know,”  he  said,  “that  he’s 
not  trying  to  hit  anybody  over  the  head.  But 
whatever  you  do  here  in  Washington  to  help 
end  segregation  will  have  an  influence  all 
over  the  world  on  people  who  are  judging 
democracy  by  us.”  Today,  without  friction, 
Negro  and  white  clerks  are  working  side  by 
.side.  In  scores  of  other  companies  doing  bus¬ 
iness  with  the  Government,  friendly  appeals 
from  the  committee  have  produced  like  re¬ 
sults. 

Recently  the  Chicago  Defender,  an  influen¬ 
tial  Negro  newspaper  which  supported  Tru¬ 
man  and  Stevenson,  commented  with  de¬ 
lighted  astonishment  on  President  Eisen¬ 
hower’s  race  record.  What  he  has  done,  said 
the  Defender,  “is  not  so  much  from  a  politi¬ 
cal  motive,  but  more  from  deep-seated  moral 
and  spiritual  convictions.  Dwight  Eisenhow¬ 
er  is  determined  to  be  President  of  all  the 
people.” 

I  am  a  Democrat.  I  nonetheless  believe 
that  he  is  proving  to  be  such  a  President, 
and  all  the  people,  Negroes  and  whites,  will 
be  better  and  America  stronger,  because  of  it. 

That  article  shows  the  implicit  confi¬ 
dence  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Powell]  had  in  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  But  now  he  wants 
to  deny  the  President  the  right  to 
strengthen  the  Armed  Forces  which  the 
President  believes  is  essential  if  he  is  to 
bring  about  the  world  peace  we  are  all 
looking  for.  When  I  read  that  article  I 
said  to  myself  “President  Eisenhower  has 
done  more  for  the  Negro  than  any  person 
since  Abraham  Lincoln  or  Booker  T. 
Washington.” 

I  want  to  point  out  also  that  more 
than  60  percent  of  the  Members  of  the 
84th  Congress  are  veterans  who  have 
served  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States. 

Here  is  the  list  of  these  members: 
Members  of  Congress  Who  Have  Served  in 
the  Armed  Forces 

(There  are  63  Senators,  including  Vice 
President  Nixon;  261  Representatives,  or  a 
total  of  324.) 

Vice  President  Richard  M.  Nixon, 
senators 

Allott,  Gordon,  Colorado. 

Barrett,  Frank  A.,  Wyoming. 

Beall,  J.  Glenn,  Maryland. 

Bennett,  Wallace  F.,  Utah. 

B richer,  John  W.,  Ohio. 

Bush,  Prescott  S.,  Connecticut. 

Butler,  John  Marshall,  Maryland. 

Capehart,  Homer  E.,  Indiana. 
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Carlson,  Frank,  Kansas. 

Case,  Francis,  South  Dakota. 

Clements,  Earle  C„  Kentucky. 

Daniel,  Price,  Texas. 

Dirksen,  Everett  M..  Illinois. 

Douglas,  Paul  H.,  Illinois. 

Dworshak.  Henry  C.,  Idaho. 

Ellender,  Allen  J.,  Louisiana. 

Ervin,  Samuel  J.,  Jr.,  North  Carolina. 
Frear,  J.  Allen,  Jr.,  Delaware. 
Goldwater,  Barry  M.,  Arizona. 

Gore,  Albert,  Tennessee. 

Green,  Theodore  Francis,  Rhode  Island. 
Hayden,  Carl,  Arizona. 

Hennings,  Thomas  C.,  Jr.,  Missouri. 
Hickenlooper,  Bourke  B.,  Iowa. 

Hill,  Lister,  Alabama. 

Holland,  Spessard  L.,  Florida.  i 
Ives,  Irving  M.,  New  York. 

Jackson,  Henry  M.,  Washington. 
Jenner,  William  E.,  Indiana. 

Johnson,  Lyndon  B.,  Texas. 

Johnston,  Olin  D.,  South  Carolina. 
Kennedy,  John  F.,  Massachusetts. 

Kerr.  Robert  S.,  Oklahoma. 

Kilgore,  Harley  M.,  West  Virginia. 
Knowland,  William  F.,  California. 
Kuchel,  Thomas  H.,  California. 
Lehman,  Herbert  H.,  New  York. 

Long,  Russell  B.,  Louisiana. 

McCarthy,  Joseph  R.,  Wisconsin. 
McClellan,  John  L.,  Arkansas. 
Magnuson,  Warren  G.,  Washington. 
Malone,  George  W.,  Nevada. 

Mansfield,  Mike,  Montana. 

Martin,  Edward,  Pennsylvania. 

Martin,  Thomas  E.,  Iowa. 

Millikin,  Eugene  D.,  Colorado. 

Neely,  Matthew  M.,  West  Virginia. 
Neuberger,  Richard  L.,  Oregon. 

Payne,  Frederick  G.,  Maine. 

Potter,  Charles  E.,  Michigan. 

Purtell,  William  A.,  Connecticut. 
Robertson,  A.  Willis,  Virginia. 

Russell,  Richard  B.,  Georgia. 
Saltonstall,  Leverett,  Massachusetts. 
Schoeppel,  Andrew  F.,  Kansas. 

Scott,  W.  Kerr,  North  Carolina. 
Smathers,  George  A.,  Florida. 
Sparkman,  John  J.,  Alabama. 
Symington,  Stuart,  Missouri. 
Thurmond,  J.  Strom,  South  Carolina. 
Thye,  Edward  J.,  Minnesota. 

Welker,  Herman,  Idaho. 

representatives 
Adair,  E.  Ross,  Indiana. 

Addonizio,  Hugh  J.,  New  Jersey. 

Albert,  Carl,  Oklahoma. 

Alexander,  Hugh  Q.  North  Carolina. 

Alger,  Bruce,  Texas 

Allen,  John  J.,  Jr.,  California. 

Allen,  Leo  E.,  Illinois. 

Andersen,  H.  Carl,  Minnesota. 
Andrews,  George  W.,  Alabama. 

Arends,  Leslie  C.,  Illinois. 

Ashley,  Thomas  L.,  Ohio. 

Ashmore,  Robert  T.,  South  Carolina. 
Aspinall,  Wayne  N.,  Colorado. 
Auchincloss,  James  C.,  New  Jersey. 
Ayres,  William  H.,  Ohio. 

Baldwin,  John  F.,  Jr.,  California. 
Barden,  Graham  A.,  North  Carolina. 
Bass,  Perkins,  New  Hampshire. 

Bass,  Ross,  Tennessee. 

Bates,  William  H.,  Massachusetts. 
Baumhart,  A.  D.,  Jr.,  Ohio. 

Beamer,  John  V.,  Indiana. 

Becker,  Frank  J.,  New  York. 

Belcher,  Page,  Oklahoma. 

Bell,  John  J.,  Texas. 

Bennett,  Charles  E.,  Florida. 
Blatnik,  John  A.,  Minnesota. 

Boggs,  Hale,  Louisiana. 

Boland,  Edward  P.,  Massachusetts. 
Bolling,  Richard,  Missouri. 

Bolton,  Oliver  P„  Ohio 
Bonner,  Herbert  C.,  North  Carolina. 
Bray,  William  G.,  Indiana. 

Brooks,  Jack  B.,  Texas. 

Brooks,  Overton,  Louisiana. 


Brownson,  Charles  B.,  Indiana. 
Broyhill,  Joel  T„  Virginia. 

Budge,  Hamer  H.,  Idaho. 

Burleson,  Omar,  Texas. 

Bush,  Alvin  R.,  Pennsylvania. 

Canfield,  Gordon,  New  Jersey. 

Carlyle,  F.  Ertel,  North  Carolina. 
Carnahan,  A.  S.  J.,  Missouri. 

Cederberg,  Elford  A.,  Michigan. 

Chase,  Jackson  B.,  Nebraska. 

Chatham,  Thurmond,  North  Carolina. 
Chelf,  Frank  L.,  Kentucky. 
Chiperfield,  Robert  B.,  Illinois. 

Clark,  Frank  M.,  Pennsylvania. 

Colmer,  William  M.,  Mississippi. 
Cooley,  Harold  D.,  North  Carolina. 
Cooper,  Jere,  Tennessee. 

Coudert,  Frederic  R.,  Jr.,  New  York. 
Cramer,  William  C.,  Florida. 

Cretella,  Albert  W.,  Connecticut. 
Crumpacker,  Shepard  J.,  Jr.,  Indiana. 
Cunningham,  Paul,  Iowa. 

Curtis,  Laurence,  Massachusetts. 
Curtis,  Thomas  B.,  Missouri. 

Dague,  Paul  B.,  Pennsylvania. 

Davis,  Glenn  R.,  Wisconsin. 

Davis,  James  C.,  Georgia. 

Dawson,  William  L.,  Illinois. 

Denton,  Winfield  K.,  Indiana. 
Derounian,  Steven  B.,  New  York. 
Devereux,  James  P.  S„  Maryland. 

Diggs,  Charles  C.,  Jr.,  Michigan. 
Dolliver,  James  I„  Iowa. 

Donohue,  Harold  D.,  Massachusetts. 
Donovan,  James  G.,  New  York. 

Dorn,  Francis  E.,  New  York. 

Dorn,  W.  J.  Bryan,  South  Carolina. 
Durham,  Carl  T.,  North  Carolina. 
Eberharter,  Herman  P.,  Pennsylvania. 
Edmondson,  Ed,  Oklahoma. 

Elliott,  Carl,  Alabama. 

Ellsworth,  Harris,  Oregon. 

Evins,  Joe  L.,  Tennessee. 

Fascell,  Dante  B,  Florida. 

Fenton,  Ivor  D.,  Pennsylvania. 

Fjare,  Orvin  B.,  Montana. 

Flynt,  John  J.,  Jr.,  Georgia. 

Fogarty,  John  E.,  Rhode  Island. 
Forand,  Aime  J.,  Rhode  Island. 

Ford,  Gerald  R.,  Jr.,  Michigan. 
Forrester,  E.  L.,  Georgia. 

Fountain,  L.  H.,  North  Carolina. 
Frazier,  James  B.,  Jr.,  Tennessee. 
Frelinghuysen,  Peter,  Jr.,  New  Jersey. 
Fulton,  James  G.,  Pennsylvania. 

Gary,  J.  Vaughan,  Virginia. 

Gavin,  Leon  H.,  Pennsylvania. 

Gentry,  Brady,  Texas. 

George,  Myron  V.,  Kansas. 

Granahan,  William  T.,  Pennsylvania. 
Grant,  George  M.,  Alabama. 

Gray,  Kenneth  J.,  Illinois. 

Green,  William  J.,  Jr.,  Pennsylvania. 
Gross,  H.  R.,  Iowa. 

Hagen,  Harlan,  California. 

Hale,  Robert,  Maine. 

Haley,  James  A.,  Florida. 

Halleck,  Charles  A.,  Indiana. 
Harrison,  Robert  D.,  Nebraska. 

Hays,  Brooks,  Arkansas. 

Hays,  Wayne  L„  Ohio. 

Hayworth,  Don,  Michigan. 
Henderson,  John  E.,  Ohio. 

Herlong,  A.  S.,  Jr.,  Florida. 

Heselton,  John  W.,  Massachusetts. 
Hess,  William  E.,  Ohio. 

Hillings,  Patrick  J.,  California. 
Hinshaw,  Carl,  California. 

Hoeven,  Charles  B.,  Iowa. 

Hoffman,  Richard  W.,  Illinois. 

Holt,  Joseph  F.,  California. 

Hope,  Clifford  R.,  Kansas. 

Horan,  Walt,  Washington. 

Hosmer,  Craig,  California. 

Huddleston,  George,  Jr.,  Alabama. 
Hyde,  DeWitt  S„  Maryland. 

Ikard,  Frank,  Texas. 

Jackson,  Donald  L.,  California. 

James,  Benjamin  F.,  Pennsylvania. 
Jarman,  John,  Oklahoma. 

Jennings,  W.  Pat,  Virginia. 


Jensen,  Ben  F„  Iowa. 

Johnson,  Leroy,  California. 

Jonas,  Charles  Raper,  North  Carolina. 
Jones,  Robert  E.,  Jr.,  Alabama. 

Jones,  Woodrow  W.,  North  Carolina. 
Judd,  Walter  H.,  Minnesota. 

Kean,  Robert  W.,  New  Jersey. 

Kearney,  Bernard  W.,  New  York. 
Keating,  Kenneth  B.,  New  York. 
Kelley,  Augustine  B.,  Pennsylvania. 
Kilburn,  Clarence  E„  New  York. 
Kilgore,  Joe  M.,  Texas. 

King,  Cecil  R.,  California. 

King,  Karl  C.,  Pennsylvania. 

Kirwan,  Michael  J.,  Ohio. 

Kluczynski,  John  C.,  Illinois. 
Krueger,  Otto,  North  Dakota. 

Laird,  Melvin  R„  Wisconsin. 

Landrum,  Phil  M.,  Georgia. 

Lane,  Thomas  J.,  Massachusetts. 
Lankford,  Richard  E.,  Maryland. 
Latham,  Henry  J.,  New  York. 
LeCompte,  Karl  M„  Iowa. 

Lesinski,  John,  Jr.,  Michigan. 
Lipscomb,  Glenard  P.,  California. 
McCormack,  John  W.,  Massachusetts. 
McCulloch,  William  M.,  Ohio. 
McGregor,  J.  Harry,  Ohio. 

McMillan,  John  L.,  South  Carolina. 
Macdonald,  Torbert  H.,  Massachusetts 
Machrowicz,  Thaddeus  M.,  Michigan. 
Mack,  Peter  F.,  Jr.,  Illinois. 

Mack,  Russell  V.,  Washington. 

Madden,  Ray  J.,  Indiana. 

Mailliard,  William  S.,  California. 
Matthews,  D.  R.  (Billy),  Florida. 
Metcalf,  Lee,  Montana. 

Miller,  A.  L.,  Nebraska. 

Miller,  Edward  T„  Maryland. 

Miller,  George  P„  California. 

Miller,  William  E.,  New  York. 
Minshall,  William  E.,  Jr.,  Ohio. 

Moss,  John  E.,  Jr.,  California. 

Murray,  James  C.,  Illinois. 

Murray,  Tom,  Tennessee. 

Natcher,  William  H.,  Kentucky. 
Nelson,  Charles  P.,  Maine. 

Nicholson,  Donald  W.,  Massachusetts. 
Norblad,  Walter,  Oregon. 

Norrell,  W.  F.,  Arkansas. 

O’Hara,  Barratt,  Illinois. 

O’Hara,  Joseph  P.,  Minnesota. 

Osmers,  Frank  C.,  Jr.,  New  Jersey. 
Ostertag,  Harold  C.,  New  York. 
Passman,  Otto  E.,  Louisiana. 

Patman,  Wright,  Texas. 

Patterson,  James  T.,  Connecticut. 
Perkins,  Carl  D.,  Kentucky. 

Philbin,  Philip  P.,  Massachusetts. 
Phillips,  John,  California. 

Poage,  W.  R.,  Texas. 

Poff,  Richard  H.,  Virginia. 

Preston,  Prince  H.,  Jr.,  Georgia. 

Price,  Melvin,  Illinois. 

Quigley,  James  M.,  Pennsylvania. 
Radwan,  Edmund  P.,  New  York. 

Ray,  John  H.,  New  York. 

Reece,  B.  Carroll,  Tennessee. 

Reed,  Chauncey  W.,  Illinois. 

Rees,  Edward  H.,  Kansas. 

Reuss,  Henry  S-,  Wisconsin. 

Rhodes,  George  M.,  Pennsylvania. 
Rhodes,  John  J.,  Arizona. 

Richards,  James  P.,  South  Carolina. 
Riley,  John  J.,  South  Carolina. 
Roberts,  Kenneth  A.,  Alabama. 
Robison,  John  M.,  Jr.,  Kentucky. 
Rodino,  Peter  W.,  Jr.,  New  Jersey. 
Rogers,  Byron  G.,  Colorado. 

Rogers,  Paul  G.,  Florida. 

Roosevelt,  James,  California. 
Rutherford,  J.  T.,  Texas. 

Sadlak,  Antoni  N.,  Connecticut. 
Saylor,  John  P.,  Pennsylvania. 

Scott,  Hugh  D„  Jr.,  Pennsylvania. 
Scrivner,  Errett  P.,  Kansas. 

Scudder,  Hubert  B.,  California. 
Seely-Brown,  Horace,  Jr.,  Connecticut. 
Selden,  Armisti:ad  I.,  Jr.,  Alabama. 
Short,  Dewey,  Missouri. 

Shuford,  George  A.,  North  Carolina. 
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Sieminski,  Alfred  D.,  New  Jersey. 

Sikes,  Robert  L.  F.,  Florida. 

Siler,  Eugene,  Kentucky. 

Simpson,  Sid,  Illinois. 

Smith,  Frank  E.,  Mississippi. 

Smith,  Lawrence  H.,  Wisconsin. 

Smith,  Wint,  Kansas. 

Springer,  William  L.,  Illinois. 

Staggers,  Harley  O.,  West  Virginia. 

Steed,  Tom,  Oklahoma. 

Talle,  Henry  O.,  Iowa. 

Teague,  Charles  M.,  California. 

Teague,  Olln  E.,  Texas. 

Thomas,  Albert,  Texas. 

Thompson,  Clark  W.,  Texas. 

Thompson,  Frank  S.,  Jr.,  New  Jersey. 

Thompson,  T.  A.,  Louisiana. 

Thomson,  E.  Keith,  Wyoming. 

Thornberry,  Homer,  Texas. 

Trimble,  James  W„  Arkansas. 

Tuck,  William  M.,  Virginia. 

Tumulty,  T.  James,  New  Jersey. 

Udall,  Stewart,  Arizona. 

Vanik,  Charles  A.,  Ohio. 

Van  Zandt,  James  E.,  Pennsylvania. 

Velde,  Harold  H.,  Illinois. 

Vorys,  John  M.,  Ohio. 

Wainwright,  Stuyvesant,  New  York. 

Walter,  Francis  E.,  Pennsylvania. 

Weaver,  Phil,  Nebraska. 

Westland,  Jack,  Washington. 

Wharton,  J.  Ernest,  New  York. 

Wier,  Roy  W.,  Minnesota. 

Wigglesworth,  Richard  B.,  Massachusetts. 

Williams,  Harrison  A.,  Jr.,  New  Jersey. 

Williams,  John  Bell,  Mississippi. 

Wilson,  Robert  C.  (Bob),  California. 

Withrow,  Gardner  R.,  Wisconsin. 

Wolcott,  Jesse  P.,  Michigan. 

Wright,  Jim,  Texas. 

Yates,  Sidney  R.,  Illinois. 

Young,  Clifton  (Cliff),  Nevada. 

Younger,  J.  Arthur,  California. 

They  have  an  interest  in  seeing  that 
the  defense  structure  of  our  country  is 
not  weakened.  We  are  going  to  look  to 
these  veterans  for  help  in  this  bill  which 
I  consider  an  excellent  and  very  propi¬ 
tious  one  at  this  particular  time. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt]. 

(Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
upon  my  return  to  Congress  after  duty 
in  World  War  II,  I  was  appointed  as  a 
member  of  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  later  on  assigned  to  sev¬ 
eral  subcommittees,  one  of  which  was 
the  subcommittee  on  personnel.  Since 
then  it  has  been  my  privilege  to  serve 
as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services  and  likewise  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee  on  personnel. 

Year  after  year  this  subcommittee  on 
personnel  has  considered  bills  and  has 
written  and  reported  bills  which  are  now 
laws,  all  designed  to  build  a  real  reserve 
for  our  country.  In  the  80th  Congress 
we  wrote  Public  Law  810  which  provides 
r.tirement  for  the  Reserves.  In  the  81st 
Congress  we  wrote  Public  Law  783,  the 
Joint  Facilities  Act  to  provide  armories 
for  the  Reservists  of  this  country.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  82d  Congress  we  wrote  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act,  which  is  the 
basic  law  for  Reserve  activities  of  our 
defense  forces.  And  lastly  we  wrote  dur¬ 
ing  the  83d  Congress  Public  Law  773 
which  is  the  Reserve  Officer  Personnel 
Act. 

These  four  laws  have  given  the  type 
of  a  Reserve  that  many  of  us  in  this 


Congress  have  tried  to  build  over  a  period 
of  years.  Now  what  do  we  find  today? 
We  find  the  Navy  is  about  75  or  80  per¬ 
cent  up  to  strength  as  far  as  Reserves 
are  concerned.  We  find  that  the  Marines 
are  likewise  about  75  to  80  percent  of 
strength.  The  Air  Force  is  coming  along 
rapidly  and  building  up  its  Reserve  units. 
The  Army  we  find  is  composed  mostly 
of  officers  and  noncommissioned  person¬ 
nel,  lacking  woefully  in  enlisted  person¬ 
nel.  Over  a  period  of  years  many  efforts 
have  been  made  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  to  recruit  enlisted  men  for  the 
Army  Reserve  without  too  much  success. 

The  men  making  up  the  Reserve  today 
are  mostly  veterans  of  World  War  II 
or  Korea.  I  trust  the  committee  will 
keep  in  mind  that  when  the  Korean  war 
was  thrust  upon  us  975,000  veterans  of 
World  War  n  were  called  into  action. 
They  were  taken  from  their  families, 
their  education  and  jobs,  and,  with 
practically  no  training  whatsoever,  were 
thrown  into  combat.  Many  of  them  lost 
their  lives  and  many  were  maimed  and 
are  still  in  veterans’  hospitals  today. 

Mr.  Chairman,  today  78  percent  of  the 
men  who  make  up  the  reserves  of  this 
country  are  veterans  of  World  War  II 
and  the  Korean  war.  What  does  that 
mean?  It  means  that  if  we  are  thrown 
into  another  war,  the  veterans  of  World 
War  II  and  the  Korean  war  will  have 
to  fight  America’s  next  war. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Is  it  not  true  that 
60  percent  of  the  Naval  Reserves  are  men 
who  have  had  no  previous  training,  and 
without  additional  legislation,  the  Army 
cannot  build  an  Enlisted  Reserve? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  is 
exactly  right. 

This  bill  is  needed  and  needed  badly 
to  assist  in  the  establishment  of  an  ade¬ 
quate  reserve  for  our  country.  All  this 
bill  does  is  to  superimpose  another  pro¬ 
gram  on  the  program  provided  for  by  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952.  Like 
my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short],  I  have  opposed  UMT.  My 
vote  3  years  ago  will  show  I  voted  against 
it.  Therefore,  I  join  him  when  he  says 
there  is  not  one  iota  of  UMT  in  this  bill. 
This  bill  is  designed  to  provide  personnel 
for  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  of  this 
country  and  the  committee  will  approve 
it  overwhelmingly. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Nelson], 

(Mr.  NELSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  this  bill,  I  do  it  with 
a  great  deal  of  trepidation,  because  I 
feel,  as  an  expression  in  Maine  puts  it, 
that  I  am  spitting  into  the  teeth  of  a 
northeaster.  I  do  it  with  an  extreme 
amount  of  trepidation,  because  I  find 
that  my  great  and  beloved  leader,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short], 
has  given  his  dubious  and  reluctant 
blessing  to  this  bill.  I  would  not  say 
all  this  if  I  was  not  sincerely  convinced 
that  this  bill  is  neither  fish,  fowl,  nor 
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good  red  herring.  I  would  not  say  it 
unless  I  was  sincerely  convinced  that 
this  bill,  rather  than  strengthening  the 
Reserves,  would  weaken  them  and  also 
weaken  our  active  forces,  and  that  by 
the  passage  of  this  bill  we  would  be  un¬ 
necessarily  regimenting  the  youth  of 
this  Nation  and  causing  them  more 
and  more  definite  uncertainty  in  plan¬ 
ning  their  own  futures. 

Now,  what  is  the  purpose  of  this  bill? 
The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  said 
that  the  Volunteer  Reserve  program  has 
failed  and  that  we  need  compulsion. 
That  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  bill.  I 
call  your  attention  to  a  statement  in  the 
report  of  the  committee  where  it  says, 
on  page  2 :  It  should  be  noted  that  there 
is  ample  authority  in  existing  law  to 
require  participation  in  Reserve  train¬ 
ing.  We  do  not  need  compulsion.  It 
has  been  on  the  books  for  3  years  and 
has  not  been  used  either  because  they 
do  not  have  the  facilities  or  the  inclina¬ 
tion  to  use  it.  It  is  only  a  further  excuse 
for  the  abject  failure  of  the  Army  to  de¬ 
velop  an  adequate  Reserve. 

What  does  this  bill  do?  This  bill  is 
primarily  designed  to  build  up  the  Army 
Reserve.  The  Navy  and  the  Air  Force 
do  not  need  it  or  want  it.  The  Army 
wants  young  men  in  the  Reserve.  What 
are  we  doing  under  this  bill?  To  my 
mind,  we  are  creating  a  privileged  class 
of  from  100,000  to  250,000  men  under 
18  y2  years  of  age,  a  privileged  class  that 
goes  in  for  6  months  and  then  serves  the 
remainder  of  the  8-year  obligation  in  a 
Reserve  unit. 

They  serve  in  Reserve  units  with  men 
who  have  been  drafted,  who  have  served 
on  active  duty  for  2  years  and  come  back 
to  serve  the  remainder  of  their  Reserve 
obligation.  Then  if  we  come  to  any 
emergency,  who  do  you  think  is  going 
to  be  called?  Not  the  man  with  6 
months’  training,  but  the  man  who  has 
already  been  drafted  and  served  2  years 
on  active  duty.  He  is  the  man  the  Army 
is  going  to  put  the  tab  on  for  active  duty, 
and  this  privileged  class  of  from  100,000 
to  250,000  is  going  to  continue  to  serve 
in  the  Reserve. 

Then  when  you  have  the  mothers  of 
your  district  come  to  you  when  this  law 
becomes  effective  and  one  mother  asks 
you  why  her  son  should  be  drafted  for 
2  years  when  the  son  of  the  mother  down 
the  street  goes  for  6  months’  training, 
what  are  you  going  to  tell  her? 

This  will  weaken  the  morale  of  the 
Reserves  by  putting  those  two  classes 
together.  Those  who  have  already 
served  and  must  serve  again  and  those 
who  will  stay  in  the  Reserve.  It  will 
weaken  the  active  forces  which,  to  my 
mind,  are  the  primary  requisite  for  our 
defense  today,  an  Active  force  ready  to 
move  at  any  moment’s  notice,  first  by 
siphoning  off  from  its  source  of  4  years 
enlistees  these  100,000  to  250,000  of  priv¬ 
ileged  persons  per  year,  and  secondly  by 
increasing  the  cost  of  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  in  1959  by  $1  billion.  And  if  we 
are  going  on  the  theory  of  a  balanced 
budget,  then  if  we  increase  the  cost  of 
the  Reserve  program  by  $1  billion,  it  has 
got  to  come  out  of  our  active  forces  and 
by  that  much  has  got  to  reduce  their 
effectiveness. 
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So  I  say  to  you  in  all  sincerity  that  I 
am  convinced  that  this  bill,  far  from 
strengthening  the  Army  Reserve,  will 
weaken  it  and  that  it  will  further  have 
the  effect  of  weakening  the  effectiveness 
of  the  primary  defense  of  this  country, 
our  active  forces.  And  I  know  that  the 
gentleman  and  gentlewomen  of  this 
House  would  not  want  to  pass  any  bill — 
presumably — to  strengthen  the  Reserve 
when  it  would  at  the  same  time  weaken 
our  active  establishment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  practically  every  veterans 
organization  in  the  Nation,  large  num¬ 
bers  of  patriotic  societies,  the  newspa¬ 
pers  of  the  country,  and  people  in  every 
walk  of  life,  all  agree  that  this  Nation 
must  develop  and  maintain  a  strong, 
well  trained,  Ready  Reserve — a  Ready 
Reserve  made  up  of  young  men  capable 
of  defending  the  Nation,  should  that 
necessity  ever  again  arise. 

Now  why  is  it  so  compelling,  why  is 
it  so  urgent,  why  is  it  so  necessary,  that 
we  pass  a  law  creating  a  Ready  Reserve? 

Why  do  we  need  this  Ready  Reserve? 
Why  cannot  we  just  drift  along  the  way 
we  are  doing  today? 

Well,  part  of  the  answer  to  that  ques¬ 
tion  goes  to  the  very  heart  of  our  na¬ 
tional  economy.  Let  me  say  to  you,  that 
it  is  just  as  essential  to  be  strong  eco¬ 
nomically  as  it  is  militarily. 

I  ask  you,  how  much  longer  can  this 
Nation  afford  to  continue  to  be  required 
to  spend  65  cents  of  every  appropriated 
dollar  for  our  armed  services? 

How  long  can  our  economy  withstand 
this  constant  drain  of  dollars  and  man¬ 
power? 

How  long  must  we  be  bled  before  we 
take  action? 

There  is  not  a  Member  in  this  House 
who  would  oppose  any  intelligent,  rea¬ 
sonable  economy  move. 

There  is  not  a  Member  in  this  House 
who  would  say  that  he  is  opposed  to  bal¬ 
ancing  the  budget  at  the  earliest  possible 
date. 

There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  House 
who  desires  to  continue  deficit  spending. 

There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  House 
who  does  not  feel  that  we  should  bal¬ 
ance  our  spending  with  our  intake  and 
start  to  reduce  our  national  debt. 

Well,  let  us  be  practical  about  this 
problem.  Two-thirds  of  our  tax  money 
and  thus  two-thirds  of  our  deficit  can 
be  attributed  to  the  fact  that  we  are 
forced,  because  of  world  conditions,  to 
maintain  a  large  standing  force. 

Therefore,  it  logically  follows,  that  the 
only  place  where  any  sizable  savings 
in  expenditures  can  be  made  is  in  reduc¬ 
ing  the  heavy  cost  of  maintaining  a 
large  standing  force. 

It  costs  us  $5,000  a  year  to  maintain 
a  man  in  the  Regular  force. 

It  costs  $1,000  a  year  to  maintain  a 
man  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

The  savings  that  will  result  if  we 
adopt  a  program  such  as  set  out  in  this 
bill  which  will  permit  us  to  develop  and 
maintain  a  strong  Ready  Reserve,  a  virile 
Reserve,  are  bound  to  be  enormous. 

If  we  want  economy  in  Government, 
it  naturally  follows  that  we  have  to 


start  where  the  largest  expenditure  is 
being  made.  And  it  is  right  in  our 
Armed  Forces. 

So  if  you  want  economy  in  Govern¬ 
ment,  this  bill  is  one  of  the  very  first 
steps,  an  important  step,  in  that  direc¬ 
tion. 

Now  let  us  look  at  another  side  of  the 
picture. 

There  is  not  a  member  of  this  House 
that  likes  compulsion  of  any  kind. 

There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  House 
who  would  vote  to  draft  a  man  into  the 
armed  services,  if  it  were  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  do  so. 

Every  Member  of  this  House  would  like 
to  see  the  day  come  when  the  Nation 
could  afford  to  get  rid  of  the  draft.  How¬ 
ever,  we  know  this  cannot  take  place 
until  we  provide,  by  some  other  method, 
the  national  security  that  the  draft 
gives  us. 

The  security  of  the  Nation,  and  an 
adequate  defense  of  the  Nation,  should 
ever  be  our  first  and  most  important 
duty. 

However,  the  world  of  today  that  we 
live  in  will  not  let  use  hide  our  head, 
hoping  that  the  specter  of  communism 
will  go  away  and  never  darken  our  door. 

In  all  our  approaches  to  national  se¬ 
curity,  we  must  always  remain  realistic 
and  deal  with  facts  as  they  actually 
exist. 

Through  no  fault  of  ours,  by  no  choice 
of  ours,  we  are  living  today  in  an  era 
of  turmoil,  we  are  living  in  an  era  of 
uncertainty — no  one  knowing  what  to¬ 
morrow  will  bring — we  are  living  in  an 
era  of  tension,  we  are  living  in  an  era 
of  fear,  we  are  living  in  an  era  of  be¬ 
wilderment,  we  are  living  in  an  era  of 
scientific  development  in  the  art  of  war¬ 
fare  that  carries  with  it  the  power  of 
world  destruction. 

As  a  nation,  we  know  that  our  in¬ 
tentions  and  aspirations  are  peaceful. 

We  would  live  in  the  world,  molesting 
no  one,  helping  all  who  seek  help  to  the 
best  of  our  ability.  We  are  a  God-fear¬ 
ing  nation — a  nation  that  recognizes  the 
human  being  for  what  he  is — a  creature 
of  God.  We  do  not  subjugate  human 
dignity  to  the  supreme  right  of  the  State ; 
we  do  not  deny  God;  we  do  not  covet 
the  possessions  of  other  nations;  we  fol¬ 
low  the  Golden  Rule  and  the  free  nations 
of  the  world  respect  us  for  this  position. 

We  are  also  an  intelligent  nation. 

We  know  that  sacrifices  are  necessary 
to  preserve  freedom.  We  know  that  free¬ 
dom  and  liberty  are  not  inherent  birth¬ 
rights  that  are  merely  handed  down 
from  one  generation  to  the  next.  We 
know  that  every  generation  must  pre¬ 
serve  its  freedom  and  liberty. 

We  know  that  we  must  have  an  armed 
force  capable  of  defending  our  Nation 
and  carrying  the  fight  to  the  enemy  if 
it  ever  becomes  necessary. 

So,  therefore,  we  are  willing  to  pass 
draft  laws  and  other  laws  to  preserve 
our  Nation,  our  liberty,  our  freedom,  and 
the  freedom  of  the  free  world. 

But  if  we  can  find  some  other  method 
of  remaining  strong  and  yet  at  the  same 
time  reduce  the  sacrifice  of  time  and 
manpower  that  exists  in  our  present  laws, 
we  should  do  so. 


This  bill  opens  the  door  for  that  ac¬ 
complishment.  Now,  that  is  the  second 
thing  this  bill  will  permit. 

It  will  permit  us  to  give  serious  con¬ 
sideration  to  get  on  the  road  to  the 
elimination  of  the  draft  law  in  the  years 
ahead  so  long  as  we  have  created  by  this 
bill  a  strong,  verile,  Ready  Reserve  to 
take  the  place  of  the  draft,  one  of  the 
main  props  in  the  defense  of  the  Nation. 

I  repeat,  and  desire  to  emphasize, 
that  when  you  have  a  Ready  Reserve 
such  as  this  bill  contemplates,  we  can 
look  forward  to  the  day  when  our  draft 
law  can  be  revised;  the  period  of  re¬ 
quired  service  reduced;  and,  as  I  have 
said,  probably  even  eliminated. 

But  if  we  do  not  provide  the  alterna¬ 
tive  to  a  large  standing  force  in  being, 
composed  of  well-trained  men,  as  sought 
by  this  bill,  then  we  must  face  the  in¬ 
evitable  fact  that  our  draft  law  will  be 
with  us  for  the  indefinite  future. 

We  must  face  the  fact  that  without 
this  bill,  all  young  men  as  they  turn  18  y2 
will  have  to  face  the  future,  taking  their 
chances  on  being  drafted  for  2  years  de¬ 
pending  on  the  then  current  manpower 
situation. 

Now  there  is  a  third  part  of  the  objec¬ 
tive  of  this  bill  which  must  also  be  con¬ 
sidered.  And  it  deals  with  “equity.” 

We  all  love  the  word  “equity.”  It  is 
inherent  in  the  whole  American  way 
of  life.  We  constantly  say  “Is  it  equi¬ 
table?”  “Is  it  fair?”  “Does  it  do  justice 
for  all?”  Mr.  Chairman,  as  we  all  know, 
our  present  draft  laws  are  not  as  fair, 
are  not  as  equitable,  and  are  not  as  just 
as  they  should  be. 

Why  do  I  say  that?  Because  under 
the  law  today  only  our  veterans,  for 
practical  purposes,  make  up  our  Ready 
Reserve. 

The  one  exception  is  the  law  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  National  Guard.  But  other 
than  the  National  Guard,  the  individuals 
today  who  have  imposed  upon  them  a 
Ready  Reserve  obligation,  by  law,  are 
those  individuals  who  have  been  drafted 
and  who  have  served  in  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices. 

Now  what  are  we  trying  to  do  with 
this  bill? 

We  are  trying  to  make  the  law  fairer — 
we  are  trying  to  make  the  law  more 
equitable. 

We  are  doing  this  by  creating  a  new 
method  by  which  young  men  can  volun¬ 
tarily  fulfill  their  obligation  to  the  coun¬ 
try  by  serving  on  active  duty  for  a  lesser 
period  of  time  than  the  draft  period — • 
but  accepting  a  heavier  Ready  Reserve 
obligation. 

By  enacting  this  bill  into  law,  we  are 
also  eliminating  from  the  statutory  im¬ 
position  of  a  Ready  Reserve  obligation 
those  individuals  who  served  on  active 
duty  prior  to  July  27,  1953 — the  veterans 
of  Korea. 

We  say  to  these  veterans:  “We  will  not 
call  you  again  so  long  as  we  can  bring 
a  new  class  of  young  men  into  the  Re¬ 
serve  who  have  had  no  prior  active  duty 
who  will  be  in  our  Ready  Reserve  and 
who  will  be  able  to  come  on  active  duty 
if  their  services  are  needed.” 

Now,  of  course,  there  is  no  sense  in 
kidding  ourselves  in  this  matter.  It  is 
obvious  that  a  man  who  is  inducted  and 
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serves  2  years  is  going  to  be  better  quali¬ 
fied  than  a  man  who  is  trained  for  only 
6  months. 

But  we  are  saying  to  the  man  who 
served  during  the  war  in  Korea  that 
you  will  not  have  a  Ready  Reserve  obli¬ 
gation,  and  we  are  able  to  say  that  be¬ 
cause  we  will  have  a  million  men  by  1959 
who  will  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  through 
their  own  choice — voluntary  trainees — 
no  compulsion — taking  a  6  months’ 
training  program. 

Those  individuals  will  have  to  spend 
7i/2  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Now  we  are  saying  to  the  other  men 
who  have  been  drafted  for  2  years  and 
who  did  not  serve  on  active  duty  prior 
to  July  27,  1953,  that  you  are  the  back¬ 
bone  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  because  you 
have  had  a  longer  period  of  training  and 
active  duty,  but  to  make  it  more  equita¬ 
ble  and  fairer,  and  to  spread  the  obliga¬ 
tion  we  are  reducing  your  total  obliga¬ 
tion  from  8  to  6  years  so  that  you  will 
be  required  to  serve  3  years  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  and  only  1  year  in  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

There  will  be  approximately  1,900,000 
men  in  this  category  by  1959.  And  by 
this  approach  we  are  adhering  to  the 
well-established  policy  of  seeking  to  do 
justice  to  all,  and  in  as  equitable  a  man¬ 
ner  as  possible. 

We  are  trying  to  do  three  things  for 
the  safety  and  security  of  the  Nation: 

First.  We  are  trying  to  make  it  possi¬ 
ble  to  reduce  our  heavy  expenditures  for 
our  Armed  Forces — without  jeopardizing 
the  security  of  the  Nation. 

Second.  We  are  trying  to  set  the  pat¬ 
tern  for  the  eventual  elimination  of  the 
draft. 

Third.  We  are  trying  to  be  more  equi¬ 
table  in  the  military  obligation  by  bring¬ 
ing  in  by  volunteer  methods  a  new  group 
of  young  men. 

That  is  what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

There  is  no  manpower  bill  that  has 
ever  been  enacted  into  law  that  satisfied 
everyone. 

It  obviously  is  impossible. 

But  we  have  tried  to  bring  to  the 
House  a  bill  that  will  accomplish  the 
greatest  good  for  the  greatest  number. 

This  is  the  main  objective  of  this 
bill — 

National  security,  your  security,  the 
security  of  generations  yet  to  be  born; 
the  preservation  of  this,  the  greatest 
nation  on  earth,  under  God. 

You  can  find  fault  with  any  manpower 
program  that  is  offered  by  any  President, 
any  committee,  any  group  of  citizens. 

But  when  all  is  said  and  done,  when 
you  can  develop  a  program  with  three 
basic  objectives  in  mind  such  as  this  bill 
proposes,  then  I  say  it  is  worthy  of  your 
support. 

Think,  first,  of  your  Nation,  your  free¬ 
dom,  your  liberty,  your  State,  and  your 
home. 

Let  us  face  this  vital  question  of  a 
Ready  Reserve  with  one  thought  upper¬ 
most  in  our  minds — what  is  best  for  the 
Nation — what  is  best  for  our  security — 
what  is  best  for  the  preservation  of 
America. 

Clarence  Mitchell,  director  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Association  for  the  Advancement 
of  Colored  People,  testified  before  the 


subcommittee  last  Monday.  He  pro¬ 
posed  this  amendment: 

Section  6  (c)  2  (A)  of  the  Universal  Mili¬ 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended, 
is  further  amended  by  substituting  a  comma 
for  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  adding 
the  following:  “provided  said  unit  does  not 
exclude  or  segregate  any  person  on  the  basis 
of  race,  creed,  color,  or  national  origin.” 

Let  me  say  to  you  that  such  an  amend¬ 
ment,  if  offered,  would  have  no  relation¬ 
ship  to  the  problem  at  hand;  it  simply 
would  be  offered  as  a  device  to  inject 
an  unrelated  issue  into  a  national  de¬ 
fense  problem.  In  effect,  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  aimed  at  bringing  about 
a  social  change  by  latching  extraneous 
matter  to  legislation  vital  to  our  national 
security.  It  would  change  the  basic  law 
that  has  been  in  effect  since  1948. 

The  representative  from  the  National 
Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Col¬ 
ored  People,  in  his  presentation  to  the 
subcommittee,  said  that  President  Eisen¬ 
hower  had  called  this  type  of  amend¬ 
ment  “extraneous.” 

And  indeed  such  an  amendment,  if 
offered,  would  be  completely  extraneous. 

It  would  not  aid  the  defense  of  the  Na¬ 
tion  in  any  way. 

It  would  be  offered  purely  and  simply 
as  a  method  of  attaining  a  political  goal 
of  the  National  Associaton  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Colored  People. 

Now,  we  all  know  that  the  National 
Guard  of  any  State  is  completely  under 
the  control  of  the  Governor  until  that 
unit  is  called  into  Federal  service.  Once 
it  has  been  called  into  Federal  service 
the  problem  of  segregation  becomes  a 
Federal  problem,  but  prior  to  being 
called  the  Guard  is  exclusively  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  State. 

The  bill  before  the  House  today  does 
not  deal  with  the  National  Guard. 

There  is  no  involuntary  assignment  to 
any  National  Guard  unit,  nor  any  au¬ 
thority  in  this  bill  to  assign  an  individual 
to  a  National  Guard  unit.  So  there  is  no 
reason  for  such  an  amendment  to  be 
offered.  Such  an  amendment  would  be 
entirely  foreign  to  the  objective  of  the 
bill.  It  would  not  be  germane  to  the 
purpose  of  the  bill. 

If  such  an  amendment  is  offered  it 
would  not  be  for  the  purpose  of  contrib¬ 
uting  to  the  safety  of  the  Nation,  but 
solely  to  force  upon  this  House  a  com¬ 
pletely  unnecessary,  a  completely  un¬ 
realistic,  a  completely  extraneous  mat¬ 
ter  in  a  problem  vital  to  our  security. 

I  repeat,  the  President  has  said  that 
such  an  amendment  has  no  place  in  this 
bill. 

What  does  it  have  to  do  with  the  Re¬ 
serve  program  before  the  House  today? 
Nothing!  It  has  absolutely  nothing  to 
do  with  the  problem  of  building  and 
maintaining  a  Ready  Reserve  in  this  Na¬ 
tion.  It  is  a  completely  extraneous 
matter — not  related  to  the  bill  before  us. 

As  we  all  know,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  had  the  courage  to  say 
that  this  problem  of  segregation  is  a  so¬ 
cial  problem  and  should  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  connection  with  this  Reserve  bill. 

Here  is  a  chance  to  support  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  our  President  who  has  had  the 
courage  to  put  the  defense  of  the  Nation 
above  all  other  considerations.  I  am 
sure  you  will  show  the  same  courage. 
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I  repeat,  the  President  has  said  it  is 
extraneous,  and  we  all  know  it  has  no 
place  in  this  legislation. 

The  suggested  amendment  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  Reserve  plan  that  is 
proposed  in  this  bill.  The  National 
Guard  is  not  mentioned  in  the  bill.  The 
National  Guard  will  continue  under  pres¬ 
ent  law  as  it  does  today. 

If  you  are  opposed  to  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram,  vote  against  it — but  don’t  try  to 
justify  your  conscience  by  voting  for 
some  extraneous  amendment. 

Here  is  an  amendment  aimed  at  dis¬ 
rupting  and  destroying  overnight  the 
National  Guard  in  21  States  in  one  fell 
swoop. 

I,  for  one  member,  am  standing  firmly 
behind  the  President  in  his  determined 
effort  to  keep  out  this  “extraneous”  mat¬ 
ter  that  has  no  relation  to  the  Reserve 
bill. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Is  it  not  true  the 
bill  you  are  proposing  is  also  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  that  same  law? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  an  amendment  to 
the  Draft  Act  but  it  is  so  drafted  that 
it  is  purposely  designed  to  designate  spe¬ 
cifically  to  whom  it  is  applicable,  be¬ 
cause  we  say  in  very  clear  language  that 
it  applies  only  to  the  Army  Reserve,  the 
Navy  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve, 
and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve.  We  spe¬ 
cifically  limit  this  bill  as  to  whom  it 
applies.  We  knew  what  we  were  doing, 
because  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
himself,  when  he  presented  the  amend¬ 
ment  before,  was  forced  to  do  it  because 
the  National  Guard  was  in  it.  Now  the 
National  Guard  is  not  in  this  bill.  Of 
course  his  amendment  was  in  order  be¬ 
fore  because  all  through  the  bill  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  was  mentioned.  Now  he 
is  offering  to  amend  this  bill,  but  he  is 
amending  a  law  that  was  passed  in  1948, 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act. 

Look  at  the  phraseology  of  this  bill. 
Look  how  it  is  drafted,  deliberately.  It 
refers  to  any  person  enlisted  in  the  Army 
Reserve,,  the  Navy  Reserve,  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve, 
and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve.  We  pur¬ 
posely  said  what  Reserve  this  bill  had 
application  to,  and  it  does  not  refer  to 
the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  sincerely  trust  that 
when  this  amendment  is  offered  the 
amendment  will  be  voted  down,  because 
it  is  not  an  amendment  to  this  bill;  it 
is  an  amendment  to  a  specific  provision 
of  the  act  of  1948,  which  is  not  before 
the  House  for  consideration. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
that  the  bill  be  read  for  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Universal  Mil¬ 
itary  Training  and  Service  Act  (62  Stat.  604), 
as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 


1955 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


8393 


(1)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  “8  years”  and  substi¬ 
tuting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  ‘‘six  years”. 

(2)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
"Provided,  however.  That  any  person  who, 
while  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  act,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained 
minister  of  religion  shall,  at  his  request,  be 
entitled  to  a  discharge  in  accordance  with 
regulations  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense:  Provided  further.  That  a  student  pre¬ 
paring  for  the  ministry  in  a  recognized  theo¬ 
logical  or  divinity  school  shall  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  duty,  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  active  duty  for  training  or 
inactive  duty  training  while  in  such  status: 
Provided  further,  That  any  person  enlisting 
in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve, 
or  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  for  a  period  of  6 
years,  which  enlistments  are  hereby  author¬ 
ized,  must  agree  to  accept  active  duty  for  a 
period  of  2  years.  Following  completion  of 
such  duty,  he  shall  be  a  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which,  -  when 
added  to  the  time  spent  on  active  duty,  shall 
total  5  years,  provided  he  participates  satis¬ 
factorily.”. 

(3)  Subsection  6  (c)  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  designation  of  present  clause  (b) 
paragraph  (2)  to  clause  (C),  and  inserting 
new  clause  (B)  as  follows: 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  whenever  the  Presi¬ 
dent  finds  that  the  authorized  strength  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve, 
Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air 
Force  Reserve  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  can¬ 
not  be  maintained  at  the  strengths  deemed 
sufficient  by  him,  he  may  authorize,  under 
such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  that  volunteers  be 
accepted,  within  quotas  to  be  established  by 
him  (the  quotas  not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
250,000  persons  annually  for  such  Reserve 
components)  and  thereafter  any  person,  prior 
to  attaining  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months 
and  prior  to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him 
to  report  for  induction  may  volunteer  in 
the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  units  thereof,  and  such 
persons  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and 
service  under  the  provisions  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfac¬ 
torily  as  a  member  of  such  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  in  accordance  with  section  2  of  this 
act.  Any  person  deferred  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  remain  liable 
for  induction  until  attaining  the  28th  anni¬ 
versary  of  his  birth  if  he  ceases  to  satisfac¬ 
torily  particpate  in  such  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents.” 

(4)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following : 
“Upon  graduation  persons  who  successfully 
complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC  course 
or  the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders’  class  and 
are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the 
reserve  of  the  appropriate  service.  There¬ 
after,  such  persons  in  excess  of  the  active 
forces  requirements  existing  at  that  time, 
shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training 
for  a  period  of  6  months  with  the  service  in 
which  commissioned.  Upon  the  completion 
of  such  active  duty  for  training  such  person 
shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  as¬ 
signed  to  an  appropriate  Reserve  unit  for  the 
remainder  of  the  military  obligation.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  develop  standards 
and  regulations  to  require  satisfactory  par¬ 
ticipation  by  such  a  person.  Failure  to  meet 
these  standards  may  result  in  hs  commission 
in  the  Reserve  being  revoked.” 

(5)  Add  new  subsection  6  (p)  as  follows: 

“Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 

this  act,  no  person  who  is  honorably  dis¬ 
charged  upon  the  completion  of  8  years  of 
satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  enlistment  or 
appointment  under  the  authority  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (c),  paragraph  (2),  clause  (B)  of  this 


section,  which  satisfactory  service  service  in¬ 
cludes  6  consecutive  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  performed  pursuant  to  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  act,  except  after  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by 
the  Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  subsection.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  act  the  words  ‘active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing’  mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active  mili¬ 
tary  service  of  the  United  States  for  training 
purposes.  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  President, 
as  Commander  in  Chief,  with  respect  to  the 
welfare  of  persons  while  serving  on  active 
duty  for  training  for  6  months  under  this 
subsection.  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  report  with  respect  to  the 
welfare  of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  advice  and  reports  rendered  by 
the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  welfare  of  the  persons  involved 
and  not  with  respect  to  the  military  training 
required.  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  selection  of  persons 
with  critical  skills  engaged  in  critical  de¬ 
fense-supporting  industries  and  research  who 
may  be  allowed,  notwithstanding  their  age 
at  the  time  they  are  ordered  to  report  for  in¬ 
duction,  to  fulfill  their  military  obligation  by 
serving  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
Reserve  component  for  a  total  of  8  years  un¬ 
der  the  terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person 
while  undergoing  6  months’  active  duty  for 
training  provided  for  in  this  subsection 
shall — 

“(i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of 
$50  a  month,  as  well  as  for  any  period  of  hos¬ 
pitalization  incident  thereto; 

“(ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and 
travel  and  transportation  allowances  and 
title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  be  treated  as  if  he  were 
serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  4  months) ; 
and 

“(iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized 
for  reservists  by  Public  Law  108,  81st  Con¬ 
gress,  approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201) 
(for  the  purposes  of  which  the  term  ‘active 
duty  for  training’  shall  be  considered  to  be 
‘extended  naval  or  military  service’) ,  except 
that  he  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  section  621  of  the  National  Service  Life 
Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  the 
automatic  indemnity  coverage  under  the 
Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as 
amended,  shall  be  limited  to  30  days  after 
separation  or  release  from  the  initial  6 
months  of  active  duty  training.” 

(6)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as 
paragraph  (4),  to  read  as  follows: 

"Any  person  who  performs  6  months  of  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  de¬ 
fined  in  subsection  6  (p)  of  this  act  shall  be 
entitled,  upon  application  for  reemployment 
within  60  days  after  (a)  release  following 
satisfactory  completion  of  required  training 
or  (b)  from  hospitalization  continuing  after 
discharge  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  6 
months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and  ben¬ 
efits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of 
persons  enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title,  except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a 
position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  title  shall  not  be  discharged  from  such 
position  without  cause,  within  6  months 
after  such  restoration.” 

Mr.  VINSON  (interrupting  the  reading 
of  the  bill) .  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  further  reading  of 
the  bill  be  dispensed  with,  that  the  bill 
be  considered  as  read  and  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point,  and  be  open  to 
amendment  at  any  point. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  if  the  bill  is  con¬ 
sidered  as  read,  I  assume  shortly  there¬ 
after  there  may  be  a  motion  or  unani¬ 
mous  consent  request  to  circumscribe 
debate.  A  few  of  us  would  like  a  little 
time  to  speak  on  this  bill  other  than 
those  who,  perhaps,  may  have  amend¬ 
ments  to  offer.  If  any  move  is  going  to 
be  made  here  to  cut  off  debate,  I  cannot 
go  along  with  the  gentleman;  but  if  the 
gentleman  will  assure  us  that  he  is  not 
going  to  try  to  limit  debate  on  the  bill, 
I  will  go  along  with  him. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  cannot  make  that 
kind  of  statement,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I 
will  do  my  best  to  be  considerate  of  all 
Members. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  ARENDS  (interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  section) .  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  further 
reading  of  this  section  of  the  bill  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of 
the  section. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Powell:  Insert 
the  following  language  immediately  after  the 
word  “changing”  on  page  2,  line  16:  “the 
period  at  the  end  of  present  clause  (A)  para¬ 
graph  (2)  to  a  comma  and  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language:  ‘provided  said  unit  does 
not  exclude  or  segregate  any  person  on  the 
basis  of  race,  creed,  color,  or  national  origin’; 
said  subsection  is  further  amended  by 
changing.” 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  for  5  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
not  have  been  constrained  to  ask  for  ex¬ 
tra  time  except  for  the  fact  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  has  raised  indi¬ 
rectly  the  question  that  my  amendment 
is  extraneous,  erroneous,  and  not  ger¬ 
mane.  Of  course,  if  he  were  standing 
on  solid  ground  he  would  have  raised  it 
as  a  point  of  order,  and  that  would  rule 
this  amendment  out.  But  he  will  not 
raise  the  point  of  order  and,  there¬ 
fore,  he  indicates  that  the  ground  he 
stands  on  is  nothing  but  shifting  sands. 

My  amendment  is  germane,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  even  though 
he  said  it  is  not,  is  not  quite  sure  or  he 
would  have  raised  the  point  of  order. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  H.  R. 
7000,  which  is  before  us.  This  is  not  a 
bill,  this  is  an  amendment  and  so  stated: 

That  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended,  is  further  amended 
as  follows. 

That  is  Mr.  Vinson’s  language,  Mr. 
Brooks’  language,  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  language. 

My  amendment  comes  in  on  page  2, 
line  16,  where  the  Armed  Services  Com- 
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mittee  states  in  the  Brooks  amendment, 
H.  R.  7000: 

Subsection  6  (c)  is  amended  by  changing 
the  designation  of  present  clause  (b)  (2) 
to  clause  (c),  and  inserting  new  clause  (b) 
as  follows. 

In  other  words,  that  is  where  the 
Brooks  bill  H.  R.  7000  does  amend  the 
1948  draft  act;  and  my  amendment 
comes  right  in  at  the  same  place  using 
their  language.  Mark  you,  my  amend¬ 
ment  uses  the  same  language,  comes  in 
at  the  same  place,  the  1948  Selective 
Service  Act. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  knows 
that  my  amendment  is  germane.  If  not 
germane  he  would  now  raise  the  point 
of  order.  The  parliamentarian  is  right 
there  to  advise  the  Chairman.  The 
Chairman  will  rule  it  out  of  order  if  it 
is  not  germaine.  Let  us  get  this  clear  so 
that  tomorrow  morning  we  will  not  read 
in  the  papers  where  again  there  has 
been  an  erroneous,  extraneous  rider  at¬ 
tached  to  the  bill.  This  is  germane,  and 
I  stand  here  now  and  will  let  anyone 
raise  the  point  of  order  that  it  is  not 
germane. 

I  see  no  one  raising  the  point  of  order. 

Now  there  is  no  point  of  my  going 
over  this  amendment.  The  membership 
voted  on  it  twice,  on  May  18  and  on  May 
19.  I  just  want  to  point  out  1  or  2  things. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Does  the  gentleman 
agree  with  me  that  there  is  quite  a  bit 
of  difference  between  the  technical  ques¬ 
tion  of  germaneness  and  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  an  amendment  proposed 
is  really  one  that  should  be  considered 
along  with  the  bill  that  is  under  consid¬ 
eration? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  do  not  agree  with 
you  at  all.  If  you  think  that  way,  go 
ahead  and  raise  the  point  of  order 
against  my  amendment. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  am  not  talking 
about  germaneness;  the  only  point  I  am 
suggesting  is  whether  or  not  an  amend¬ 
ment  that  might  be  technically  germane 
is  one  that  should  have  any  place  in 
particular  legislation. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  believe  that  any  lan¬ 
guage  germane  has  a  place  in  every  piece 
of  legislation,  in  any  bill  that  is  before 
us.  That  is  what  I  think  the  legislative 
process  is,  unless  we  are  going  to  rewrite 
Jefferson’s  Manual  and  Cannon’s  Rules 
of  Procedure. 

Did  you  see  the  front  page  of  our 
paper  today?  The  Post  and  Times  Her¬ 
ald?  Here  in  Washington  at  No.  3519 
13th  Street  NW„  Negro  families  are  mov¬ 
ing  into  an  apartment  house  and  the 
whole  crowd  of  Soviet  employees  from 
Soviet  Russia  who  have  been  living  in 
there  are  running;  they  do  not  want  to 
live  with  Negroes.  But  the  five  white 
American  families  that  lived  there  are 
staying.  Read  that  in  the  paper.  It  is  a 
fantastic  story.  This  ought  to  be  a  great 
blow  to  Soviet  Russia  in  its  relationships 
with  the  people  of  the  East,  in  Africa, 
and  in  Asia:  Soviet  Communists  in  the 
United  States  cannot  live  in  the  same 
house  with  Negroes.  What  a  joke. 

Now,  what  are  we  going  to  do?  Are  we 
going  to  tell  the  Soviets  this  afternoon. 


You  are  right,  we  do  not  want  our  white 
boys  to  serve  in  the  National  Guard  with 
Negroes.  That  is  what  you  are  going  to 
tell  them  if  you  follow  the  pressure  which 
has  been  put  on  you.  But  if  you  follow 
your  conscience,  if  you  follow  the  love  of 
our  country  so  dear  to  us,  if  you  want  to 
take  this  opportunity  to  strike  a  great 
blow  against  communism  today,  what  a 
headline  it  will  make  on  the  same  page 
in  tonight’s  paper:  “Soviet  Russians 
run;  Americans  stay.” 

This  a  Government  of  the  people, 
black  and  white;  of  the  people,  Jew  and 
Gentile;  of  the  people,  Protestant  and 
Catholic.  So  I  am  not  going  to  talk  any 
more.  The  story  has  been  told.  My 
amendment  is  germane.  The  hour  has 
struck,  the  moment  of  truth  has  arrived. 
Your  conscience  tells  you  what  to  do. 
Forget  Republicans,  Democrats,  Penta¬ 
gon,  and  White  House  and  let  America 
speak,  let  our  conscience  dictate  what  we 
do  here  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view 
of  the  statement  just  made  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  that  he  will  press 
for  a  teller  vote.  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  we  limit  debate  to  5  minutes  on  the 
Powell  amendment,  that  5  minutes  to  be 
given  this  side  to  close  the  debate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Powell]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  realize  that  this  brings 
up  an  emotional  issue  and  that  perhaps 
it  is  entirely  futile  to  attempt  to  discuss 
it  from  any  other  standpoint.  However, 
I  should  point  out  the  situation  which 
does  exist. 

The  amendment  does  apply  solely  and 
exclusively  to  the  National  Guard.  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  from  New  York  and 
I  are  in  agreement  on  that.  We  are  not 
raising  any  question  of  germaneness. 

But,  going  back  to  what  the  authority 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is 
in  the  premises,  first,  let  us  understand 
that  the  Congress  is  not  required  to  raise 
and  support  armies.  It  is  given  the 
power  to  raise  and  support  armies  and  to 
provide  and  maintain  a  Navy.  But  when 
you  come  to  the  question  of  the  militia, 
and  the  National  Guard  is,  of  course,  the 
militia,  our  powers  are  tremendously  cir¬ 
cumscribed  by  the  Constitution. 

In  the  body  of  the  Constitution  itself 
it  is  provided  specifically  what  we  can 
do  in  reference  to  the  militia. 

It  gives  the  Congress  authority  for 
calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the 
laws  of  the  Union,  to  suppress  inserrec- 
tions  and  to  repel  invasions.  It  gives 
the  power  for  organizing,  arming,  and 
disciplining  the  militia  and  for  govern¬ 
ing  such  part  of  them  as  may  be  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  reserving  to  the  States  respec¬ 
tively,  the  appointment  of  the  officers, 
and  the  authority  of  training  the  militia 
according  to  the  discipline  prescribed  by 
the  Congress. 

Then  in  the  second  amendment  of  the 
Bill  of  Rights  it  is  provided: 

A  well-regulated  militia,  being  necessary  to 
the  security  of  a  free  state,  the  right  of  the 
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people  to  keep  and  bear  arms,  shall  not  be 
infringed. 

It  is  clear  that  the  militia  constitutes 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  respective 
States  and  the  governors  of  those  States. 
There  is  no  power  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  control  the  training  or 
what  not  of  the  militia  except  to  provide 
for  disciplining.  The  appointment  of 
the  officers  and  the  training  of  the  militia 
puasses  to  the  States  until  such  time  as 
the  militia  may  be  called  into  Federal 
service  in  accordance  with  an  act  of 
Congress  permitting  the  President  to  call 
it  into  service. 

So  here  we  have  this  admittedly  divi¬ 
sive  amendment  which  would  restrict  the 
one  effective  reserve  component  which 
we  have.  At  least,  it  would  cause  a  great 
disruption  of  the  effective,  ready  com¬ 
ponent  that  we  have. 

Now,  as  to  whether  or  not  this  applies 
only  in  the  southern  part  of  the  United 
States,  any  tampering  with  the  National 
Guard  will  have  its  effect  in  every  part 
of  the  United  States.  Let  us  go  to  the 
National  Defense  Act  which  created  the 
National  Guard  and  defines  the  militia 
as  consisting  of  the  National  Guard,  the 
Naval  Militia,  and  the  Unorganized 
Militia.  The  National  Defense  Act  very 
particularly  and  definitely  protects  the 
customs  of  the  ancient  corps.  Under 
section  63  we  find  this  language: 

Any  corps  of  artillery,  cavalry,  or  infantry 
existing  in  any  of  the  States  on  the  passage 
of  the  act  of  May  8,  1792 — 

This  refers  to  organizations  in  exist¬ 
ence  in  1792 — 

which  by  the  laws,  customs,  or  usages  of  said 
States  has  been  in  continuous  existence  since 
the  passage  of  said  act  *  *  *  shall  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  retain  its  ancient  privileges. 

That  means  that  they  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  retain  their  customs  and  usages 
and  that  the  ancient  corps  shall  be  pro¬ 
tected.  You  gentlemen  who  come  from 
the  New  England  States,  from  Connecti¬ 
cut  I  think  particularly,  with  your  an¬ 
cient  corps  of  militia,  your  ancient  militia 
companies,  wearing  the  colonial  customs, 
they  are  part  of  the  National  Guard.  To 
you  gentlemen  from  the  State  of  New 
Yoi'k,  and  New  York  City  particularly, 
you  have  an  organization  of  the  National 
Guard  there  which  has  its  customs  and 
its  proud  traditions.  I  refer  to  the  Fight¬ 
ing  69th.  And,  I  ask  you  how  this  might 
affect  your  69th  Regiment,  the  Fighting 
Irish  Regiment  of  New  York.  Those  are 
some  of  the  old  customs  and  traditions 
that  we  are  going  to  change  here  in  15 
minutes  of  debate  on  this  floor  on  a  sub¬ 
ject  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  bill 
under  consideration.  The  amendment 
has  to  do  with  your  National  Guard  solely 
and  exclusively,  while  the  bill  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  that  the  State  of  Connecticut  has 
an  integrated  National  Guard? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  know  whether 
Connecticut  has  an  integrated  National 
Guard  or  not.  I  know  that  the  State  of 
Texas  has  an  integrated  Reserve  system. 
Four  years  ago,  the  Reserve  was  inte- 
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grated  and  integrated  completely,  but 
the  same  does  not  apply  to  the  National 
Guard.  But,  I  say  that  such  a  vital  sub¬ 
ject  as  this  relating  to  another  portion 
of  our  reserve  components  should  not 
be  included  in  this  bill  in  a  matter  of 
15  minutes  of  debate  on  the  floor  of  this 
House. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  LMr.  Powell]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  that 
I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Powell 
and  Mr.  Brooks  of  Louisiana. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tell¬ 
ers  reported  that  there  were — ayes  105, 
noes  156. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Committee  amendment,  offered  by  Mr. 
Brooks  of  Louisiana.  On  page  2,  line  25, 
following  the  comma,  after  the  word  “De¬ 
fense”,  insert  the  following:  “which  regula¬ 
tion  shall  not  require  more  than  6  months 
active  duty  for  training.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Crumpacker: 
On  page  2,  line  7,  after  “That”,  insert  “sub¬ 
ject  to  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  concerned.” 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 

1  have  been  concerned  lest  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  in  its  headlong  rush  to  create 
an  organized  Federal  Civil  Defense 
Force,  inadvertently  and  unintention¬ 
ally  do  serious  harm  to  our  first  line 
of  defense,  namely,  the  regular  Armed 
Forces.  It  has  seemed  to  me  from  a 
careful  reading  of  the  language  found 
on  page  2  of  the  bill,  beginning  on  line 
7  with  the  words  “Provided  further,” 
and  continuing  to  the  end  of  the  para¬ 
graph  on  line  15  of  page  2,  that  a  door 
might  thereby  be  opened  for  a  prospec¬ 
tive  enlistee  to  claim  that  he  had  a  stat¬ 
utory  right,  as  distinct  from  a  privi¬ 
lege  subject  to  the  needs  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  services,  to  enlist  in  one 
of  the  regular  services  for  a  minimum 
active-duty  tour  of  2  years. 

At  all  other  points,  both  in  this  bill 
and  also  in  the  basic  legislation  which 
this  bill  seeks  to  amend,  where  refer¬ 
ence  is  made  to  terms  or  conditions  of 
enlistment  language  is  included  clearly 
indicating  that  the  numbers  to  be  en¬ 
listed  or  inducted  shall  be  limited  to 
definite  quotas  set  either  by  law  or  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  department  con¬ 
cerned  in  line  with  the  needs  of  the 
services  and  possible  interferences  with 
recruitments  for  differing  terms  of  serv¬ 
ice.  It  is  my  fear  that  the  provision 
in  the  bill,  as  now  written,  might  cause 
many  men  who  might  otherwise  enlist 
for  4  or  more  years  in  the  Air  Force 
or  the  Navy  to  decide  instead  to  enlist 
in  the  Air  Force  or  Naval  Reserve  for 
6  years  with  an  agreement  to  accept  only 

2  years  of  active  duty.  If  the  Navy  and 


Air  Force  were  forced  to  accept  such 
enlistments  beyond  the  numbers  that 
they  might  regard  as  necessary  for  their 
requirements,  in  lieu  of  regular  4 -year 
enlistments,  the  effective  strength  of 
those  services  could  be  seriously  reduced. 

A  very  substantial  proportion  of  the 
young  men  who  now  enlist  for  4  years 
in  the  Air  Force,  Navy,  Marine  Corps, 
and  Coast  Guard  do  so  because  their 
preference  for  those  services  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  Army  is  sufficiently  great 
that  they  are  willing  to  serve  an  extra 
2  years  in  order  to  be  able  to  pick  their 
own  branch  of  the  service.  If  these 
young  men  could  pick  the  branch  of 
service  of  their  preference  and  still  only 
serve  2  years  of  active  duty,  they  could 
be  expected  to  choose  this  course  in  pref¬ 
erence  to  enlisting  for  4  years.  As  long 
as  the  services  concerned  can  clearly 
limit  such  2-year  enlistments  to  such 
numbers  as  they  may  deem  appropriate, 
there  should  be  no  interference  with  the 
normal  recruitment  of  4-year  enlistees. 
But,  under  the  unclear  language  now 
in  the  bill,  it  might  be  ruled  that  the 
services  must  accept  the  2-year  enlist¬ 
ments  in  lieu  of  4-year  enlistments. 

Because  of  the  complex  nature  of  the 
equipment  used  by  several  of  the  services 
a  2 -year  term  of  service  is  regarded  as 
inadequate.  The  amount  of  training  re¬ 
quired  in  order  to  adequately  perform 
duties  in  these  services  is  so  extensive 
that  too  high  a  proportion  of  a  2-year 
term  of  service  would  be  occupied  with 
training  and  too  little  with  actual  serv¬ 
ice  to  make  such  a  term  either  prac¬ 
tical  or  economical.  They  must  have  3 
or  4-year  enlistees  to  carry  out  their 
primary  responsibility  for  the  first-line 
defense  of  the  United  States. 

I  feel  that  the  amendment  I  have  of¬ 
fered  would  clear  up  any  possible  mis¬ 
understanding  and  prevent  any  unin¬ 
tended  result  which  the  language  now  in 
the  bill  might  create,  and  I  urge  its  adop¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  we  have  no  objection  on  this 
side  of  the  gentleman’s  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  CRUMPACKER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  BOW  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a  result 
of  our  very  interesting  debate  yesterday 
on  the  Status  of  Forces  Treaty,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Idaho,  the  gentleman  from  South. 
Carolina  has  agreed  to  schedule  hearings 
at  an  early  date  on  House  Joint  Reso¬ 
lution  309,  providing  for  the  revision  of 
the  Status  of  Forces  agreement  and  cer¬ 
tain  other  treaties  and  international 
agreements,  or  the  withdrawal  of  the 
United  States  from  such  treaties  and 
agreements,  so  that  foreign  countries 
will  not  have  criminal  jurisdiction  over 
American  Armed  Forces  personnel  sta¬ 
tioned  within  their  boundaries. 


During  previous  discussion  of  this  sub¬ 
ject  many  Members  have  suggested  that 
the  proper  and  orderly  way  to  consider 
the  effect  of  these  agreements  was  to 
have  hearings  in  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs.  However,  until  now  it  has 
not  been  possible  to  look  forward  with 
any  degree  of  certainty  to  the  hearings 
which  now  are  promised. 

In  fact,  the  chairman  has  suggested 
that  it  may  be  possible  to  announce  a 
schedule  early  next  week. 

In  view  of  this  development,  I  will  not 
present  the  amendment  I  had  prepared 
for  H.  R.  7000,  the  Reserve  bill,  and  I 
have  asked  others  to  refrain  from  so 
doing. 

I  think  it  is  appropriate  for  a  moment 
to  review  what  has  happened  since  we 
first  came  to  grips  with  this  problem 
during  the  consideration  of  the  previous 
Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  5297. 

At  that  time,  Members  will  recall,  I 
offered  my  amendment  to  prevent  the 
assignment  of  any  person  newly  in¬ 
ducted  to  any  installation  in  any  nation 
with  which  a  status  of  forces  agreement 
was  in  effect. 

This  amendment  was  offered  without 
fanfare  and  it  received  the  spontaneous 
approval  of  three-fourths  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  present.  In  fact  I  was  pleased  to 
observe  that  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia  in  offering  his  own  amendment  on 
May  19  included  the  language  of  my 
amendment.  The  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  also 
indicated  that  the  minority  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  did 
not  object. 

I  believe  the  vote  on  May  18  was  a 
fair  representation  of  the  sentiment  of 
Members  of  the  House  on  the  Status  of 
Forces  agreement.  I  believe  it  reflected 
also  the  sentiments  of  the  American 
people. 

In  the  debate  yesterday  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Idaho  offered  a  slightly  differ¬ 
ent  approach  to  the  subject,  which  did 
not  require  revision  of  treaties  or  new 
agreements,  but  simply  encouraged  our 
allies  to  refrain  from  exercising  their 
treaty  right  to  try  our  men.  At  the 
present  time  the  Department  of  Defense 
is  requesting  the  Government  of  France 
to  waive  its  jurisdiction  in  the  case  of 
Airman  Jose  Monti  jo,  the  object  of  a 
hate  campaign  in  the  French  Com¬ 
munist  press.  The  Government  of 
France  has  refused  to  waive  jurisdiction. 
Under  the  Budge  amendment  assistance 
to  France  would  be  cut  off  if  that  nation 
persisted  in  its  refusal  to  waive  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  Montijo.  With  my  knowledge 
of  justice  in  France  and  in  the  light  of 
the  French  attitude  toward  our  airmen, 
I  believe  the  Budge  amendment  might 
very  well  have  been  the  only  hope  Mon¬ 
tijo  has  to  escape  the  guillotine. 

However,  many  expressed  the  belief 
that  the  subject  of  status  of  forces 
should  not  be  included  in  the  Mutual 
Security  Act. 

Today  I  had  prepared  an  amendment 
to  H  R.  7000  which  would  have  amended 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act  to  provide  that  no  American 
serviceman  could  be  stationed  in  a  for¬ 
eign  nation  with  which  a  status  of  forces 
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agreement  was  in  effect  after  August 
23,  1958. 

Having  carefully  studied  the  prece¬ 
dents,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  my 
amendment  is  germane  to  this  bill.  The 
purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  strengthen  our 
military  might  by  improving  our  Reserve 
forces.  I  can  tell  you  from  the  hun¬ 
dreds  of  letters  and  many  personal  in¬ 
terviews  that  I  have  had  in  the  past  45 
days,  the  status  of  forces  agreement 
is  in  fact  a  serious  deterrent  to  willing¬ 
ness  to  serve  either  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  the  Reserve  Forces. 

Many  men  are  reluctant  to  become  a 
part  of  a  military  organization  which 
can  offer  them  no  protection  against  the 
whims  and  vagaries  of  foreign  laws. 
They  are  reluctant  to  place  themselves 
in  jeopardy  of  unfair  trial  and  impris¬ 
onment  in  foreign  lands. 

Aroused  parents  have  stated  publicly 
that  they  would  advise  their  sons  to  re¬ 
fuse  to  serve,  exposing  them  to  possible 
trial  and  conviction  for  violation  of  the 
selective  service  law,  rather  than  expos¬ 
ing  them  to  trial  and  confinement  in 
foreign  lands. 

Further,  my  new  amendment  would 
overcome  the  objections  of  those  who  felt 
that  the  May  18  amendment  was  too 
severe  a  restriction  on  the  Armed  Forces. 
The  new  amendment  would  provide  an 
effective  date  3  years  hence.  Thus  it 
takes  into  account  that  the  treaties 
themselves  provide  for  a  4-year  period 
before  a  nation  may  withdraw,  and  a  1- 
year  waiting  period  after  notice  is  given. 
The  earliest  date  at  which  the  United 
States  could  withdraw  under  the  terms 
of  the  treaties  themselves  is  August  23, 
1958.  Thus  the  new  amendment  would 
not  have  placed  any  restriction  on  the 
mobility  of  our  armed  services. 

The  Constitution  gives  the  Congress 
the  power  to  regulate  and  govern  the 
land  and  naval  forces.  It  is  clearly 
within  our  power  to  act  in  this  matter. 
As  I  view  it,  the  executive  agreements 
extending  criminal  jurisdiction  to  na¬ 
tions  not  covered  by  treaty  are  uncon¬ 
stitutional.  I  believe  there  is  no  question 
but  that  we  are  empowered  to  overrule 
and  set  aside  such  agreements  at  any 
time.  Treaties,  of  course,  present  a 
somewhat  different  problem. 

I  have  decided,  however,  to  refrain 
from  offering  the  new  amendment,  as  I 
have  said,  in  view  of  the  agreement  that 
we  will  have  open  public  hearings  on  the 
entire  subject  at  an  early  date. 

At  that  time  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
cffer  ample  precedent  for  House  action 
on  this  subject  as  well  as  information  on 
the  foreign  codes  of  justice  to  which  our 
men  are  subjected,  the  experience  we 
have  had  in  recent  months,  and  other 
pertinent  material. 

In  passing,  let  me  point  out  that  I 
have  recently  learned  of  the  existence 
of  agreements  which  give  criminal  juris¬ 
diction  over  our  Armed  Forces  stationed 
in  Saudi  Arabia,  Libya,  and  Iceland, 
among  others.  Saudi  Arabia,  as  all  of 
us  know,  is  an  Arab  nation  whose  laws 
are  said  to  include  amputation,  decapi¬ 
tation,  and  castration  as  penalties  for 
various  offenses.  Libya  is  a  new  nation 
in  the  throes  of  organization  and  I  am 
very  apprehensive  about  what  might 


happen  to  Americans  subjected  to  its 
laws. 

Let  me  mention  also  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  reports  four  Americans 
awaiting  trial  in  Turkey  for  insulting  the 
Turkish  flag.  I  do  not  know  the  penalty 
for  that  offense  nor  the  circumstances 
of  the  cases,  but  I  have  asked  for  reports 
and  hope  to  have  them  for  the  commit¬ 
tee  hearings.  It  disturbs  me  greatly  that 
an  American  serviceman  should  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  trial  and  confinement  in  the 
medieval  prisons  of  Tui’key  for  an  alleged 
offense  of  this  nature. 

I  am  confident  that  the  overwhelming 
majority  is  disturbed  by  these  conditions, 
and  I  trust  that  the  hearings  we  have 
been  promised  will  result  in  definite  ac¬ 
tion  leading  to  the  withdrawal  of  our 
Nation  from  any  agreement  that  places 
American  men  in  jeopardy  and  deprives 
them  of  their  constitutional  rights. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  say  this  one 
further  thing:  I  hold  in  my  hand — and 
I  shall  not  raise  a  question  of  personal 
privilege  about  it — a  newspaper  clipping 
from  the  Cleveland  Press  in  which  it  is 
stated : 

Congressman  Frank  T.  Bow,  of  Ohio,  will 
again  offer  to  amend  President  Eisenhower’s 
military  reserve  bill  to  bar  sending  United 
States  troops  to  any  country. 

In  this  article  this  statement  is  made: 

Bow  would  virtually  wreck  United  States 
military  strength  overseas. 

Is  there  a  man  on  this  floor — any  of  my 
colleagues — who  believes  for  one  moment 
that  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  who  pre¬ 
sented  that  amendment  2  weeks  ago 
would  ever  do  anything  to  wreck  the 
defense  of  this  country?  Is  there  one 
among  you  who  agrees  with  this  article 
in  this  Cleveland  paper  which  says  that  I 
would  wreck  the  defense  of  our  country? 

Mr’.  Chairman,  I  challenge  anyone  who 
wrote  that  article  who  is  an  editor  of  the 
paper  to  test  my  patriotism  against 
theirs.  I  say  to  you  the  only  purpose 
I  had  is  to  try  to  fulfill  my  oath  of  office 
as  a  Member  of  this  Congress,  and  see 
that  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  is  preserved,  and  I  shall  fight  for 
that  so  long  as  I  am  a  Member  of  this 
House. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

.Mr.  GROSS.  On  the  contrary,  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bowl  is  con¬ 
tributing  to  the  defense  of  our  country 
by  offering  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MASON.  Whenever  any  news¬ 
paper  says  that  when  a  Member  of  this 
House  defends  the  GI  boys  and  wants 
to  insure  their  constitutional  rights, 
that  that  is  wrecking  the  defense  of  this 
Nation,  why  that  is  an  asinine  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  appreciate  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  remarks. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  want  to  assure  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  :iow]  that 
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neither  I  nor  any  other  Member  of  the 
House  believes  he  is  actuated  by  any  im¬ 
pulse  other  than  to  do  that  which  he 
thinks  is  right.  I  am  sure  from  my  con¬ 
versations  with  him  that  he  has  been  at 
all  times  trying  to  build  up  the  national 
defense. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  DODD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DODD.  I  wish  to  commend  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bowl  for 
what  he  has  done.  I  believe  that  he  has 
moved  to  strengthen  the  United  States 
and  its  defenses.  Had  he  not  been  as 
vigorous  and  as  energetic  with  respect 
to  this  matter,  I  doubt  very  much  that 
we  would  now  be  on  the  verge  of  holding 
hearings  in  the  Foreign  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  on  this  important  question.  The 
gentleman  may  be  interested  to  know 
that  I,  also,  was  the  victim  of  some  criti¬ 
cal  newspaper  comment,  but  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  writer  did  not  under¬ 
stand  the  problem  or  our  efforts  to  do 
something  about  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bow]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  three  amendments  at  the  Clerk’s 
desk,  and  since  they  all  deal  with  the 
same  subject,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  they  be  considered  together. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Roosevelt  : 
On  page  4,  line  25,  after  the  word  “persons”, 
insert:  "and  with  respect  to  the  military 
training  required  of  such  persons.” 

On  page  5,  line  3,  after  the  word  “welfare”, 
insert:  “and  military  training." 

On  page  5,  line  4,  strike  out  the  sentence 
beginning  with  the  word  “The”  and  ending 
with  the  word  “required.” 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendments  which  I  have  just  offered 
may  not  have  the  emotional  appeal 
which  the  amendment  we  just  voted  on 
certainly  had.  But,  I  believe  if  you  will 
consider  it,  you  will  recognize  it  deals 
with  the  lives  of  the  boys  and  men  who 
may  be  called  upon  to  fight  for  our  coun¬ 
try.  What  I  am  suggesting  is  that  in 
the  part  of  the  bill  which  states  that  the 
National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  President, 
as  Commander  in  Chief,  with  respect  to 
the  welfare  of  persons,  there  be  added 
the  provision  that  this  Commission  also 
act  in  relation  to  the  quality  of  the  train¬ 
ing  which  these  men  and  these  boys  are 
getting.  Our  country  is  being  told  that 
if  this  Reserve  bill  is  enacted  into  law  it 
will  give  to  our  country  a  Ready  Reserve, 
and  if  we  do  anything  to  give  a  feeling 
of  false  impression  to  our  country,  if  we 
lull  our  citizens  into  a  false  feeling  of 
security,  wre  may  be  doing  something  to¬ 
ward  the  doom  of  our  own  Nation.  It 
would  seem  therefore  wise,  following  the 
words  of  the  distinguished  ranking  mi¬ 
nority  member  on  this  committee,  when 
he  admitted  that  the  Pentagon  had  not 
come  up  with  a  qualified  training  pro- 
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gram,  and  when  he  stated  to  this  House 
that  he  only  prayed  that  in  the  future  the 
quality  of  the  training  would  improve, 
that  we  not  rely  just  upon  that  prayer. 
We  have  this  distinguished  body  of  men, 
appointed  by  the  President,  men  quali¬ 
fied  to  act  on  the  training  provisions, 
and  should  give  them  a  right  to  report 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  quality  of  this 
training  is  really  giving  us  a  Ready 
Reserve. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  As  I  understand, 
this  Commission  would  be  an  advisory 
Commission  on  the  value  of  the  train¬ 
ing  that  these  men  receive? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  On  the  value  and 
the  quality  of  it. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Would  it  have  dic¬ 
tatorial  rights  to  enforce  it,  or  just  to 
recommend? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  They  would  have 
no  dictatorial  rights.  They  would  give 
no  orders  whatsoever.  They  would  make 
a  report.  They  are  going  to  be  in  those 
camps,  because  they  are  there  under  this 
bill  to  look  after  the  welfare  of  these 
boys. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  time  of 
the  gentleman  from  California  be  ex¬ 
tended  for  3  minutes;  and  if  that  is 
granted,  I  would  like  to  question  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri,  the  minority 
member  of  the  committee  on  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Holifield]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  At  this  time  I  would 
like  to  direct  a  question  to  my  esteemed 
friend  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short],  who 
for  some  12  or  13  years  I  have  been  fol¬ 
lowing  on  the  subject  of  compulsory  mil¬ 
itary  training,  as  he  knows,  and  have 
taken  essentially  the  same  stand  he  has 
taken  up  until  the  last  bill  that  was 
passed. 

I  want  to  ask,  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  feel  that  this  particular 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Roosevelt]  would 
add  anything  to  the  value  of  getting  bet¬ 
ter  training  for  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  may  say  to  both  gen¬ 
tlemen  from  California  that  our  com¬ 
mittee  considered  this  matter  rather 
thoroughly  when  the  bill  was  drawn.  I 
see  no  harm  in  the  amendment,  except 
that  I  question  whether  all  the  members 
of  that  Commission  would  be  qualified 
to  render  judgment  on  purely  military 
training.  However,  I  think  2  members 
of  the  Commission,  who  are  military 
men,  together  with  the  3  civilians — I 
have  always  thought  it  wise  to  keep 
civilian  control  over  the  military  at  all 
times — I  have  no  objection  to  it.  How¬ 
ever,  I  feel  constrained  to  follow  the 
members  of  the  subcommittee  who 
studied  the  matter  more  thoroughly 
than  I  did  and  who  I  think  were  unani¬ 
mous  in  their  agreement  that  this  Com¬ 
mission  should  serve  only  in  an  advisory 
capacity. 


Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  As  I  understand  the 
gentleman’s  amendment,  it  is  function¬ 
ing  in  an  advisory  capacity,  and  to  pass 
on  matters  such  as  health  and  other 
matters. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  would  like  to  tell 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  that  the  members  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  are  made  up  of  Admiral  Kincaid, 
Gen.  Walter  Bedell  Smith,  Mr.  Julius 
Ochs  Adler,  who  is  a  prominent  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Reserve,  also  a  former  com¬ 
mander  of  the  American  Legion  as  an¬ 
other  member. 

I  know  of  no  group  you  could  put 
together  who  would  be  better  qualified, 
more  able,  competent,  or  experienced  to 
pass  upon  the  quality  of  training  we 
are  going  to  have. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  have  no  particular 
objection  to  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
who  will  pass  on  the  quality  of  the  train¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  have 
serious  objections  to  this  amendment 
because  this  is  more  or  less  a  Russian 
type  of  control  of  the  military  where 
they  have  a  commissar  system  of  civil¬ 
ians  to  check  on  the  military. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  How  do  we 
check  on  them? 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  In  answer  to  the 
last  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  Loui¬ 
siana,  does  he  think  it  is  following  the 
Russian  system  for  the  Members  of  this 
Congress  and  the  President  to  try  to 
have  a  report  on  the  quality  of  training 
our  young  men  are  to  receive? 

Russian  system.  I  thing,  if  I  may  say 
so,  that  that  is  insulting.  I  think  this 
House  ought  to  know  what  happens  to 
these  young  men.  Where  is  that  any 
more  a  Russian  method  than  other 
checks  we  provide  for? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  provides  for  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Policy  Board  com¬ 
posed  of  Reserve  officers  who  are  re¬ 
quired  to  advise  the  President,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  as  to  Reserve  activities 
in  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps.  In  addition  they  are  required 
to  report  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  through  the  Armed  Forces  com¬ 
mittee  as  to  the  reserve  training  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  That  is  perfectly 
true.  Unfortunately  they  do  not  make 
a  direct  report  on  this  subject.  You 
have  provided  a  commission  here  to  re¬ 
port  on  this  particular  subject  in  this 
particular  bill.  The  other  relates  to  all 
kinds  of  things  affecting  the  Reserve,  in¬ 
cluding  methods  of  promotion  and  such 
matters. 

Mr.  EROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  was 
considered  at  length  by  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee. 
This  amendment  would  change  the  law 
relating  to  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  as  established  in  the 
Universal  Training  Act,  Public  Law  No. 
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51,  passed  by  the  Congress  several  years 
ago. 

First  let  me  say  to  my  distinguished 
friend  from  California  that  I  certainly 
had  no  reason  to  offend  him  in  any  way 
and  did  not  intend  to.  Perhaps  I  should 
not  have  made  a  defense  at  that  point, 
but  should  have  given  a  more  extensive 
explanation  later  but  if  I  gave  any 
offense  I  am  very  sorry  for  it. 

Here  is  our  objection:  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt],  has 
already  said  we  have  a  board  to  check 
the  progress  of  the  Reserve  program.  In 
a  military  establishment  you  must  have 
authority  in  an  ascending  line,  and  you 
cannot  have  different  groups  coming  in 
from  the  side  checking  them  on  this  and 
checking  them  on  that,  and  especially 
checking  as  to  the  military  standards 
and  the  military  requirements. 

To  give  this  Commission  this  authority 
would  simply  divide  the  authority  of  the 
military  so  you  might  have  1  report  from 
this  Commission,  1  report  from  the  Re¬ 
serve  Components  Policy  Board  which  is 
legally  set  up,  and  a  third  report  from 
the  Secretary,  and  you  might  run  on  to  a 
bewildering  stage. 

We  did  want  to  go  along  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  say  it  shall  have  authority 
to  check  the  condition  and  the  welfare 
of  these  young  recruits.  We  think  that 
is  as  far  perhaps  as  you  should  go. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California.  Can  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  tell  us  whether  they  wanted  any 
more  jurisdiction  than  over  the  welfare 
of  the  group? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They  did 
not  wish  any  additional  jurisdiction. 
This  Commission  as  set  up  now  is  a  very 
fine  Board.  You  have  three  men  with 
a  military  background — a  former  com¬ 
mander  of  the  American  Legion  and  two 
military  men.  Then  you  have  two  civil¬ 
ians  on  the  Board  who  are  not  military 
people.  We  are  fortunate  to  have  a  fine 
Board  at  this  time.  The  time  may  come 
and  maybe  not  too  far  in  the  future  when 
you  will  not  have  military  men  of  this 
stature  on  the  Board.  We  do  not  want 
another  divided  line  of  authority  here 
so  that  the  Congress  will  be  regaled  with 
reports  from  civilian  groups  that  do  not 
understand  the  problem  of  training  men. 
These  men  can  give  us  an  idea  about  the 
welfare  of  young  recruits  in  the  camps 
throughout  the  Nation,  and  this  is  as 
far  as  we  should  go. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  Armed  Forces 
Reserves  Policy  Board  is  composed  of 
officers  of  the  military  who  are  current 
with  present-day  methods  of  war ;  there¬ 
fore,  they  know  something  about  the 
needs  of  present-day  training. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  They  are 
appointed  from  the  different  Reserve 
services  so  that  each  service  is  repre¬ 
sented.  That  Board  knows  the  current 
status  in  reference  to  training  in  the 
military  Reserves. 
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Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  would  like  to  call 
the  committee’s  attention  to  section  5, 
page  10,  wherein  we  provide  for  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  making  a  report 
annually  to  the  Congress. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  That  report,  how¬ 
ever,  comes  directly  from  the  Pentagon, 
who  are  the  people  putting  the  training 
in  effect;  is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  They  give  you  a 
report  on  whether  or  not  their  training 
is  good. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr 
Chairman,  these  are  not  good  amend¬ 
ments.  The  motive  behind  them  may  be 
fine,  but  they  are  not  good  amendments. 
It  is  another  check  from  civilian  outside 
sources  on  the  standard  of  training  of 
our  military  personnel.  Oftentimes  they 
will  not  know  what  the  requirements 
for  military  training,  military  standards, 
and  military  objectives  and  goals  may  be, 
and  what  the  military  has  in  mind.  I 
think  the  amendments  are  bad  and  I  ask 
the  Members  to  vote  them  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendments  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Roosevelt], 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Roosevelt) 
there  were — ayes  54,  noes  122. 

So  the  amendments  were  rejected. 

PROGRAM  FOR  NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  to  in¬ 
quire  of  the  majority  leader  as  to  the 
program  for  next  week. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  will  be  very 
happy  to  announce  it.  When  we  adjourn 
today  we  will  go  over  until  Tuesday. 

On  next  Tuesday  there  will  be  the  call 
of  the  Consent  and  Private  Calendars. 
There  are  four  suspensions:  H.  R.  7066, 
conservation  of  coal  resources,  mine 
drainage;  House  Joint  Resolution  330, 
Presidential  libraries,  as  to  which  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Martin],  the  gentleman  from  Kansas, 
[Mr.  Rees],  and  I  introduced  resolu¬ 
tions;  S.  928,  Air  Pollution  Control  Act  of 
1955;  H.  R.  4744,  amendments  to  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Act  of  1937;  H.  R. 
5166,  Alaska  constitutional  convention. 

It  is  understood  between  the  leader¬ 
ship  that  if  there  is  any  rollcall  on  Tues¬ 
day,  as  distinguished  from  a  quorum  call, 
it  will  go  over  until  Wednesday. 

Also  on  Tuesday  there  is  House  resolu¬ 
tion  282,  authorizing  certain  surveys  in 
connection  with  printing. 

On  Wednesday,  Thursday,  Friday,  and 
Saturday  we  will  take  up  the  following 
bills:  H.  R.  3210,  Lake  Michigan  diver¬ 
sion  of  water;  H.  R.  6059,  Philippine 
Trade  Agreement  Revision  Act  of  1955; 
H.  R.  3822,  Mexican  labor  bill;  H.  R.  3253’ 
operation  of  schools.  Marine  Corps! 
Then  there  is  a  bill  relating  to  survivors’ 
benefits.  I  will  announce  that  pending 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Hardy],  having  a  talk  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague],  with 


whom  I  spoke  earlier  in  the  day,  that 
might  come  up.  If  there  is  a  rule  re¬ 
ported  out  on  the  housing  bill,  the  social 
security  bill,  and  the  minimum  wage  law, 
they  will  be  in  order  for  consideration. 

It  is  understood  that  the  bills  I  have 
listed  may  not  be  brought  up  in  the 
order  I  have  announced  them  for  Wed¬ 
nesday,  Thursday,  Friday,  or  Saturday. 

On  Tuesday  there  will  be  3  resolu¬ 
tions  out  of  the  Committee  on  House  Ad¬ 
ministration  as  to  which  there  is  no 
opposition.  One  relates  to  appropriat¬ 
ing  money  for  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture,  a  resolution  which  the  House 
adopted.  Another  is  a  printing  resolu¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  some  report  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  and 
there  is  I  other  of  that  nature.  So, 
those  will  be  in  order  for  Tuesday,  but 
if  unable  to  be  brought  up  on  Tues¬ 
day,  sometime  during  the  week. 

Conference  reports  may  be  brought  up 
at  any  time,  and  if  there  is  any  change 
in  the  program,  I  will  give  notice  as  far 
in  advance  as  possible. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  re¬ 
ported  a  bill  this  week  which  will  be  filed 
tonight  to  amend  section  309  (c)  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Act.  That  is 
pretty  much  of  an  emergency  situation 
in  which  something  needs  to  be  done.  I 
just  wonder  if  the  program  next  week 
would  permit  that  to  be  called  up. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  What  does  the 
bill  relate  to? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Applications  before  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  How  urgent  is  it? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  It  is  rather  urgent. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
can  take  that  up  with  the  leadership.  I 
do  not  want  to  make  any  commitment 
now.  We  have  a  pretty  stiff  program 
outlined  here. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  realize  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  had  no  knowl¬ 
edge  of  this  bill  until  the  gentleman  just 
made  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  appreciate  that,  but  I 
think  there  will  be  little,  if  any,  opposi¬ 
tion  to  it.  I  should  be  glad  to  talk  to 
the  gentleman  about  it  later. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  should  be 
pleased  to  have  the  gentleman  do  so. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Thomson  of 
Wyoming:  On  page  3,  line  3,  after  "any  per¬ 
sons,”,  strike  out  the  remainder  of  line  3 
and  all  that  follows  down  through  the  end 
of  line  12,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof:  "who 
has  satisfactorily  completed  high  school  or 
has  reached  the  age  of  19  years  and  who  is 
under  the  age  of  20  years  may,  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  orders  for  him  to  report  for  in¬ 
duction,  volunteer  in  the  Army  Reserve, 
Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or 
units  thereof,  and  such  persons  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred  from  training  and  service  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act.  as  amended,  so  long  as  he 
continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member 
of  such  Reserve  component  in  accordance 
with  section  2  of  this  act.” 
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(Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  proceed  for 
3  additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  this  is  important 
enough  to  take  3  additional  minutes. 
This  amendment  pertains  to  at  least 
33  y3  percent  of  the  youth  of  our  Nation, 
streaching  all  the  way  from  Maine  to 
Texas  and  from  the  State  of  Washing¬ 
ton  to  the  tip  of  Florida. 

I  am  all  for  this  Reserve  bill.  I  have 
been  for  it  all  along.  But  we  want  it  to 
be  a  good  bill. 

I  am  for  it  because  of  the  fact  that 
when  I  came  back,  I  tried  to  set  up  a 
Reserve  program  in  a  branch  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  that  we  have  not  heard  much  about 
here,  the  infantry,  and  I  found  out  that 
I  could  not  get  the  job  done  under  what 
we  had.  There  were  two  reasons  for 
that.  One  was  that  the  Pentagon,  the 
Department  of  Defense,  refused  to  im¬ 
plement  any  program.  I  am  taking  it 
on  faith  that  they  will  do  a  better  job. 
Besides  that,  we  need  this  legislation. 
But  we  do  not  want  it  in  its  present  form. 

The  question  that  I  am  submitting  by 
this  amendment  is  purely  and  simply 
this.  Do  you  want  to  encourage  boys 
to  leave  high  school  in  order  to  get  into 
this  6 -month  training  program? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  see  if  I  can 
understand  the  gentleman’s  amendment. 
It  prevents  any  boy  between  the  ages  of 
17  and  1814  from  volunteering  if  he  has 
not  finished  high  school. 

Mr.  THOMSON.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  that  goes  right 
to  the  heart  of  our  proposal,  of  offering 
an  opportunity  to  the  youth  of  America 
to  join.  You  are  putting  an  additional 
condition  upon  them  before  they  can 
volunteer. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  If  it 
please  the  gentleman,  I  should  like  to 
proceed  a  little  bit  further  here.  This 
has  been  discussed  in  the  committee.  I 
do  not  want  to  wreck  this  program.  I 
discussed  it  downtown.  They  could  see 
that  we  would  be  requiring  people  to 
leave  high  school  to  get  into  this  pro¬ 
gram  if  we  are  going  to  keep  the  age  at 
18V2.  Just  stop  a  moment  and  figure  it 
out.  A  child  has  got  to  be  6  years  of  age 
to  get  into  the  first  grade.  If  his  birth¬ 
day  falls  between  September  2  and  De¬ 
cember  30,  he  is  going  to  be  from  18*4 
years  to  18%  years  before  he  gets  out  of 
high  school.  This  law  says  you  must 
come  in  before  you  are  18  V2.  This  in¬ 
volves  one-third  of  your  youth.  And 
you  are  denying  them  this  program  un¬ 
less  you  adopt  this  amendment. 

The  reason  I  know  that  it  works  out 
that  way  is  that  I  have  three  boys.  One 
of  them  was  born  at  8  o’clock  in  the 
morning  on  September  2,  and  the  other 
two  were  born  in  the  summer  months. 

I  am  not  worrying  about  them.  They 
will  probably  get  into  the  ROTC  pro¬ 
gram  if  I  am  able  to  send  them  to  col¬ 
lege,  but  I  would  hate  to  think  that  other 
boys  would  be  prevented  from  getting 
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into  it  unless  they  quit  high  school  and 
would  have  to  go  for  2  years  or  over. 

After  talking  about  this,  downtown, 
they  said  that  the  Pentagon  had  some 
technical  objections,  which  I  should  dis¬ 
cuss  with  their  representatives.  I  have 
been  listening  to  the  Pentagon’s  tech¬ 
nical  objections  for  the  last  10  years, 
ever  since  I  got  out  of  the  service  after 
commanding  an  infantry  unit  in  World 
War  II.  That  is  one  principal  reason  we 
do  not  have  a  Reserve  program,  because 
of  their  technical  objections.  Did  they 
send  somebody  down  here  at  a  policy¬ 
making  level  to  talk  to  me?  No.  They 
sent  a  colonel  down  here  who  was  in¬ 
structed  to  say  “No,”  and  he  raised  the 
very  same  objection  raised  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia,  the  very  able 
chairman  of  the  committee.  The  real 
basis  of  it  is  that  they  claim  it  would  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  long-term  enlistments  of 
these  young  men  who  do  not  finish  high 
school. 

It  does  not  touch  long-term  enlist¬ 
ments.  We  are  saying  to  a  man,  “If  you 
want  to  get  into  this  program  where  you 
are  supposed  to  acquire  a  military  edu¬ 
cation  in  6  months  of  training,  you 
ought  to  have  a  high-school  education. 
We  want  to  see  you  get  one.  You  cannot 
go  into  it  until  you  are  19  unless  you 
get  one.  As  far  as  the  long-term  enlist¬ 
ments  are  concerned,  if  you  quit  high 
school  at  17  or  18  you  can  enlist  for  2, 
3,  or  4  years.”  So  we  are  not  stopping 
that  long-term  enlistment  by  this  action. 

As  far  as  the  Pentagon  is  concerned, 
and  I  will  repeat  that  charge,  if  they 
do  not  do  a  better  job  of  administering 
this  act  than  they  did  the  present  one  in 
Wyoming,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  and  other 
places,  and  Texas,  where  my  executive 
officer  came  from,  then  we  are  destined 
to  failure. 

Right  in  this  committee  report  it  says 
the  military  shall  encourage  the  boys  to 
stay  in  high  school.  I  was  in  the  in¬ 
fantry.  Will  that  infantry  recruiting 
sergeant  go  to  the  high-school  boys  and 
say,  “Go  sign  up  in  the  Navy  in  their 
recruiting  program,  and  you  can  finish 
high  school?”  He  will  say,  “Boys,  I 
will  give  you  a  better  deal.  Come  on  with 
me  now,  quit  high  school,  and  you  will 
have  to  serve  for  only  6  months.”  That 
is  the  way  it  works  as  a  practical  mat¬ 
ter.  There  is  competition  between  the 
services  in  recruiting. 

We  want  a  Reserve  program  and  an 
adequately  strong  country,  but  to  do  that 
we  must  have  this  amendment  because 
we  will  have  a  strong  country  by  having 
a  well-educated  country,  not  by  discour¬ 
aging  education.  We  want  them  to  finish 
high  school.  Further,  they  will  be  better 
soldiers  by  reason  of  having  finished 
high  school. 

I  know  something  about  that  because 
I  was  at  Camp  Wolters,  Tex.,  where  they 
started  the  first  infantry  replacement 
training  center.  We  took  the  first  units 
through  the  13V2-week  basic  course. 
You  cannot  teach  boys  that  cannot  speak 
English  very  well.  I  know  because  I  had 
some  of  them  in  that  first  platoon.  I 
know  the  high-school  trained  boys  can 
do  a  better  job  of  assimilating  training 
quickly.  So,  for  a  strong  country,  a  well- 
educated  country,  we  have  to  have  this 


amendment.  In  my  humble  opinion,  I 
would  be  constrained  to  vote  against  the 
bill  if  the  Pentagon  through  its  brassy 
attitude  insists  upon  taking  kids  out  of 
high  school  to  get  their  fingers  on  them 
then.  That  adds  fire  to  all  the  argu¬ 
ments  I  have  been  hearing  from  various 
groups  against  this  bill.  If  they  insist 
upon  getting  our  youth  before  they  are 
out  of  high  school,  then  I  cannot  go 
along  with  them.  I  think  we  need  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  not  going  to  take  any 
more  time  than  necessary  to  explain  this 
amendment  to  you  this  afternoon.  I  am 
then  going  to  sit  down.  There  has  been 
much  said  already  in  reference  to  the 
bill. 

This  amendment  has  been  pushed  for 
sometime  by  the  gentleman  from  Wyo¬ 
ming.  In  fact,  he  came  to  my  office  and 
I  discussed  it  with  him  at  length.  He 
knew  my  viewpoint  on  it.  Then,  after 
he  left  he  tried  to  reframe  it  a  little  bit 
so  as  to  make  it  a  little  bit  more  palatable 
to  the  committee. 

The  gentleman  from  Wyoming  also 
wrote  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
Mr.  Vinson,  a  long  letter  which  Mr.  Vin¬ 
son  had  at  the  time  the  bill  was  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  committee,  and  it  was  read 
to  the  committee.  After  considering  the 
matter,  the  full  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  voted  down  the  gentleman’s 
amendment.  I  will  tell  you  why  they 
voted  it  down. 

The  suggestion  was  made  that  this 
was  largely  a  matter  of  regulation.  We 
are  interested  in  seeing  young  men  finish 
high  school.  We  do  not  want  to  see 
the  high  schools  robbed  of  young  people 
who  are  about  to  finish.  The  committee 
felt  that  it  was  largely  a  matter  of  regu¬ 
lation.  Unless  it  was  regulation,  the 
amendment  would  be  a  source  of  hard¬ 
ships  unintentionally  visited  upon  young 
men  who  wanted  to  go  into  the  program 
but  who  would  be  delayed  in  finishing 
the  high-school  program.  The  commit¬ 
tee  decided  to  ask  counsel  for  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  write  in  the  committee  report 
a  recommendation  to  the  military  and 
this  recommendation  is  written  in  the 
report  on  page  6.  I  quote: 

The  committee  is  anxious  that  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  program  not  interfere  with  per¬ 
sons  completing  their  high-school  educa¬ 
tions.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  will  cooperate  in  this  regard 
and  will  include  encouragement  in  its  re¬ 
cruitment  campaign  to  young  men  to  com¬ 
plete  their  education. 

Here  is  why  this  amendment  would  be 
bad.  A  young  man  in  high  school,  per¬ 
haps  may  be  sick  for  1  or  2  years.  In 
my  State,  and  I  think  in  most  of  the 
States  of  the  Union,  it  takes  about  12 
years  to  finish  school.  A  young  man 
may  be  18  years  of  age  before  he  finishes 
high  school.  That  is  the  average  age, 
I  believe,  of  young  men  finishing  high 
school.  If  a  boy  has  been  sick  for  a 
year,  he  then  would  be  19  before  finish¬ 
ing  high  school.  This  would  take  him 
right  into  the  scope  of  the  amendment. 
Another  boy  may  be  just  floundering 
around  in  high  school.  I  have  seen  many 
older  boys  in  my  section  of  the  country 
who  wanted  to  get  out  of  high  school 


and  who  were  just  floundering  around. 
They  may  want  to  get  out  of  high  school 
and  get  into  the  service.  Such  a  boy 
could  not  do  that.  He  would  have  to 
stay  in  school  until  he  graduates  regard¬ 
less,  before  he  could  be  accepted  in  this 
program.  So  we  felt,  generally  speak¬ 
ing,  it  would  be  improper.  If  you  go 
too  far  and  raise  the  age  too  high  for 
the  6  months’  enlistments,  you  may  pass 
the  period  when  a  man  is  subject  to  the 
draft.  To  be  very  frank  with  you,  we 
think  most  of  the  men  who  are  going 
to  volunteer  for  this  program  are  going 
to  be  men  below  the  draft  age.  They 
are  going  to  say,  “It  is  a  gamble.  I  may 
be  called  by  the  draft  and  rather  than 
be  called,  I  will  go  in  under  this  6  months’ 
program.”  If  you  wait  until  the  draft 
decides  whether  or  not  they  are  going 
to  take  that  young  man,  he  may  decide 
not  to  enter  the  service  at  all.  And  the 
entire  committee  felt  that,  frankly,  to 
tell  a  man  who  did  not  want  high-school 
education  or  who  has  not  finished  that 
he  must  have  that  high-school  degree 
before  he  can  volunteer  under  this  pro¬ 
gram  was  not  the  right  thing  to  do. 

Another  thing  about  it  is  that  it  does 
not  accomplish  the  purpose  which  it  is 
intended  to  accomplish  in  any  sense  of 
the  word.  In  the  program  provided  for 
in  another  section  of  the  bill,  the  serv¬ 
ices  can,  and  they  do,  go  into  the  high 
schools  and  sign  up  men  to  go  into  the 
Reserves  to  serve  after  they  finish  high 
school.  That  is  permitted  and  it  is  done. 
The  Navy  and  the  Air  Force  have  such 
programs.  It  does  not  rob  the  high 
schools  of  men  who  are  anixous  to  finish 
school.  It  permits  them  to  finish  school. 
After  they  finish  school,  they  go  into 
active  service.  That  program  has 
worked  well.  I  think  it  would  be  a  seri¬ 
ous  mistake  to  add  this  to  the  require¬ 
ments  for  enlisting  young  men  who  are 
in  that  period  of  life  where  they  want  to 
enter  a  program  which  would  mean  a 
great  deal  to  them. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
when  this  amendment  was  discussed  by 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  it  was  discriminatory 
and  espeically  against  the  young  men  in 
agricultural  areas  and  industrial  areas 
of  the  country.  I  am  especially  thinking 
of  the  coal-mining  areas  of  the  country 
where  many  young  men  do  not  finish 
high  school. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  do  not 
know  what  you  would  do  with  the  men 
from  the  coal-mining  areas,  for  instance, 
from  which  the  gentleman  comes. 
They  may  not  finish  high  school  and 
they  would  not  be  permitted  in  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  SISK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wyoming.  At  this  time  I  would 
like  to  ask  some  questions  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  with  reference  to  some  of  the  state¬ 
ments  he  made  here.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  feel  in  view  of  the  past  record  of 
the  Pentagon  and  of  these  military  ofii- 
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cers  that  they  are  going  to  pay  any  at¬ 
tention  whatsoever  to  his  suggestion  in 
the  report? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  would 
think  so.  I  will  say  this,  and  I  do  not 
want  it  to  be  misunderstood  on  the  floor 
of  the  House,  when  the  Pentagon  needs 
chastisement,  I  am  not  holding  back  on 
the  words  I  use  in  addressing  the  Penta¬ 
gon.  When  they  do  wrong,  I  am  against 
them.  So  far  as  legislation  is  concerned, 
I  am  not  a  particular  favorite  there.  I 
think  they  will  pay  attention  because, 
after  all,  outside  of  the  act  itself,  it  is 
the  law  to  them  in  the  way  of  regula¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  SISK.  Certainly  it  would  seem  to 
me  on  the  basis  of  past  experience  with 
these  boys  in  the  Pentagon,  the  mili¬ 
tary  brass  have  in  mind  grabbing  these 
boys  just  as  quick  as  they  can  get  them. 
It  seems  to  me  every  opportunity  should 
be  given  to  our  young  men  to  finish  high 
school. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  There  is  a 
program  now  by  which  they  can  go  to 
the  high  schools  and  enlist  these  young 
men  in  the  Reserves,  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  they  finish  high  school. 
Those  men  in  the  Pentagon  have  done  a 
good  job  to  keep  those  boys  in  high 
school  and  let  them  finish  before  they 
enter  the  Reserves. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SISK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  it  was  said  the  Pentagon  is 
against  this  amendment,  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  believe  there  is  any  remote 
chance  that  they  will  do  by  administra¬ 
tion  what  they  do  not  want  done  by  law? 

Mr.  SISK.  I  do  not  believe  so,  be¬ 
cause  the  very  actions  of  the  military 
have  been  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr, 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SISK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  I  would 
like  to  point  out  that  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  was  talking  about  an 
amendment  that  was  submitted  to  the 
committee,  but  that  is  not  this  amend¬ 
ment.  This  is  not  the  amendment  that 
was  discussed  in  the  committee  at  all. 
It  is  the  amendment  that  was  agreed  to 
when  this  was  considered  by  the  House 
before. 

Mr.  SISK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  if  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
his  amendment  to  give  these  boys  an 
opportunity  to  finish  high  school  with¬ 
out  endangering  their  opportunity  to  en¬ 
list  under  the  6  months  rule? 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  That  is 
exactly  correct.  This  is  a  volunteer  pro¬ 
gram.  We  do  not  want  one-third  of  our 
youth  to  quit  high  school  in  order  to  take 
advantage  of  it. 

Mr.  SISK.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SISK.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  by 
reducing  the  age  from  19  to  18  y2.  as  this 
bill  does,  the  committee  has  discrimi¬ 
nated  further  against  this  type  of  boy, 
and  that  makes  the  amendment  all  the 
more  necessary. 


Mr.  SISK.  That  is  exactly  my  under¬ 
standing  and  that  is  the  reason  I  am 
here  defending  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Thomson]. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Would  the  gentleman 
say  that  to  require  a  boy  to  go  to  high 
school  is  discriminating  in  favor  of  him? 

Mr.  SISK.  Certainly  this  amendment 
would  permit  a  boy  to  complete  his  high 
school  education  and  thereafter  remain 
eligible  for  the  6  months’  voluntary  pro¬ 
gram. 

There  is  one  thing  I  would  like  to  say 
with  reference  to  a  conversation  I  had 
with  an  officer  just  returned  from  Eng¬ 
land.  He  was  complaining  about  the 
number  of  these  young  fellows  who  were 
in  the  guardhouse  over  in  England  be¬ 
cause  they  do  not  know  what  the  situa¬ 
tion  is  all  about.  Many  of  these  boys 
have  been  grabbed  up  by  the  brass  mere¬ 
ly  because  they  wanted  to  fill  up  the 
armed  services  with  a  bunch  of  people 
in  order  to  have  more  officers  and  get 
more  gold  braid  on  their  shoulders. 
While  we  have  many  fine  officers  in  the 
armed  services,  it  appears  we  also  have 
too  many  in  the  Pentagon  who  seem 
mostly  interested  in  their  own  glorifi¬ 
cation.  I  think  it  is  important  that 
we  protect  these  young  fellows  and  that 
we  do  everything  we  can  to  see  that  they 
stay  in  high  school  until  they  have  at¬ 
tained  the  age  of  19,  or  completed  high 
school. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Sisk] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Utah? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DIXON.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
H.  R.  5297,  the  first  National  Reserve 
Training  bill,  was  presented,  and  before 
any  amendments  were  offered  to  that 
bill,  I  called  the  attention  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  in  a  speech  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  bill  should 
be  amended  in  a  way  that  would  encour¬ 
age  young  men  to  stay  in  high  school. 

The  bill  as  originally  drawn  nullified 
the  established  and  accepted  policy  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  which  policy  is  to 
encourage  every  young  man  to  remain  in 
high  school  until  the  time  of  gradua¬ 
tion. 

The  following  day  my  colleague,  Keith 
Thomson,  submitted  an  amendment 
which  was  accepted  by  the  honored 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  naturally  we  all  expected 
that  this  amendment  would  be  included 
in  the  new  bill,  H.  R.  7000.  The  new 
bill,  however,  does  greater  violence  to 
the  position  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to 
the  philosophy  of  most  Americans  than 
did  the  original  bill. 

The  original  bill  provided  that  “any 
person  who  is  under  the  age  of  19  may 
be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty 
training”  while  the  new  bill  says,  “any 
person  prior  to  attaining  the  age  of  18 
years  and  6  months”  may  volunteer. 

If  the  original  bill  was  bad  with  re¬ 
gard  to  interrupting  a  young  man’s 
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high-school  education,  the  new  bill  is 
still  worse. 

For  these  reasons  I  plead  again  for 
the  inclusion  of  the  Thomson  amend¬ 
ment  in  H.  R.  7000  and  hope  that  it  will 
receive  the  same  unanimous  support  as 
it  did  when  it  was  introduced  as  an 
amendment  to  the  old  bill. 

The  Thomson  amendment  reads  “any 
person  who  has  satisfactorily  completed 
high  school  or  who  has  reached  the  age 
of  19  and  who  is  under  the  age  of  20” 
may  enlist. 

The  Thomson  amendment  gives  the 
advantage  of  opportunity  to  the  boy  who 
completes  high  school.  It  supports  our 
public-school  system  and  the  American 
philosophy.  H.  R.  7000  holds  out  a  great 
inducement  to  a  boy  to  terminate  his 
high  school,  because  the  problem  con¬ 
fronting  him  will  be,  “Shall  I  complete 
high  school  and  later  be  drafted  for  2 
years’  active  duty?”  or  “Shall  I  quit 
high  school  in  order  to  serve  only  6 
months  on  active  duty?” 

I  leave  it  to  you  which  choice  he  would 
make.  You  know  as  well  as  I  that  the 
6  months’  inducement  would  be  the  at¬ 
tractive  one  and  that  floods  of  boys  would 
abandon  their  education  in  order  to 
enlist. 

The  National  Education  Association 
provided  me  with  the  following  statis¬ 
tics  on  the  age  of  students  at  gradua¬ 
tion:  6  percent  graduate  at  16  years 
or  younger;  30  percent  at  17  years  or 
younger;  66  percent  at  18  years  or 
younger;  90  percent  at  19  years  or 
younger;  and  10  percent  over  20  years. 

H.  R.  7000  would  subsidize  approxi¬ 
mately  34  percent  of  our  high-school 
students  either  to  quit  school  before 
graduation  in  order  to  enlist  for  the  6 
months’  active-duty  program. 

Again  I  plead  with  you  to  protect  every 
boy’s  right  to  a  complete  high-school 
education  by  supporting  the  Thom¬ 
son  amendment.  President  Eisenhower 
says: 

To  neglect  our  school  system  would  be  a 
crime  against  the  future.  Such  neglect 
could  well  be  more  disastrous  to  all  our  free¬ 
doms  than  the  most  formidable  armed  as¬ 
sault  on  our  physical  defenses.  *  *  *  Where 
our  schools  are  concerned,  no  external  threat 
can  excuse  negligence;  no  menace  can  Justify 
a  halt  to  progress. 

H.  R.  7000  is  worse  than  neglect  of 
our  school  system.  It  is  an  out-and-out 
attack  upon  it.  School  people  are  unan¬ 
imous  in  claiming  that  it  is  hard  enough 
to  keep  boys  in  high  school  without  add¬ 
ing  inducements  to  encourage  them  to 
quit  early.  Such  lack  of  teamwork  in 
our  country  is  disintegrating  to  our 
society. 

This  inducement  to  high-school  boys 
to  drop  their  education  is  tantamount  to 
saying  that  we  need  numbers  rather 
than  qualified,  educated,  and  technically 
trained  individuals.  Such  a  position  re¬ 
minds  me  of  the  children  in  the  kinder¬ 
garten  who  attempt  to  spell  their  words 
with  the  wrong  blocks.  If  the  forces  of 
freedom  can  meet  poverty’s  army  in 
terms  of  numbers  only,  we  might  just  as 
well  fold  up  our  tents  now,  because  we 
are  far  outnumbered.  It  was  not  our 
numbers  alone  that  have  won  the  last 
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two  wars.  It  was  our  science  and  our 
technically  trained  people. 

I  repeat  again  what  Herbert  Hoover 
says: 

America  has  but  one-sixth  of  the  world’s 
population.  Yet  it  has  40  percent  of  the 
world’s  college  graduates.  Therein  lies 
America’s  might.  Let  no  one  shear  us  De¬ 
lilah-like  of  this  strength. 

I  commend  the  committee  for  its  tire¬ 
less  work  on  this  national  Reserve  plan, 
and  I  wish  to  state  that  I  am  strongly 
supporting  the  idea  of  the  economy  and 
the  effectiveness  of  building  strong  Re¬ 
serves.  I  also  commend  the  committee 
on  its  policy  with  regard  to  the  interrup¬ 
tion  of  high-school  education  by  mili¬ 
tary  service,  because  the  committee  in 
its  report  on  H.  R.  7000  says: 

The  committee  is  anxious  that  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  program  not  interfere  with  per¬ 
sons  completing  their  eduction.  It  is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  Department  of  Defense  will 
cooperate  in  this  regard  and  will  lend  en¬ 
couragement  in  its  recruitment  campaign  to 
young  men  to  complete  their  education. 

If  that  is  the  policy  of  the  committee, 
why  should  not  that  policy  be  writ¬ 
ten  into  the  bill.  What  I  am  afraid  of 
is  that  the  competition  between  the  di¬ 
visions  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  the 
pressure  put  on  recruiting  officers  to 
enlist  large  numbers  of  boys  will  cause 
the  committee’s  policy  and  hopeful  wish 
to  be  ignored,  if  not  entirely  forgotten. 

If  the  committee  accepts  this  policy  as 
a  sound  principle,  as  all  of  the  Members 
of  Congress  seemed  to  do  when  the 
Thomson  amendment  was  presented, 
then  why  not  accept  it  in  fact  and  in¬ 
clude  it  in  the  law? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  pending  amendment  do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Thomson!. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mi-.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I,  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee,  have  been  on  my 
feet  here  seeking  recognition,  yet  the 
Chair  has  recognized  three  other  people 
ahead  of  me;  likewise  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  would  like  to  be  recognized. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  has  been  recognized  to  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment.  The  Chair  will  rec¬ 
ognize  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
as  soon  as  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
has  concluded. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Jones  of  Mis¬ 
souri:  Page  3,  line  19.  after  the  word  “Army”, 
add  “ROTC,  Navy  ROTC.’’ 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  if  you  will  glance  at  page  3,  line  19, 
you  will  see  it  reads: 

Upon  graduation  persons  who  successfully 
complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC  course. 


or  the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders’  class 
and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in 
the  Reserve  of  the  appropriate  service. 

I  have  talked  to  a  member  of  the  staff 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  and 
was  informed  that  the  reason  the  naval 
ROTC  was  not  included  in  this  bill  was 
because  the  Navy  requested  that  they 
not  be. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Briefly. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman’s 
amendment  simply  means  that  he  is  in¬ 
serting  the  Navy  ROTC.  The  reason  we 
left  that  out  was  because  the  Navy  de¬ 
sired  to  have  men  serve  longer  than  6 
months. 

I  have  just  consulted  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Louisiana.  We 
will  accept  the  gentleman’s  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin]  is  rec¬ 
ognized. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

I  just  want  to  say  to  the  Members  of 
the  House  that  I  heartily  concur  in  the 
remarks  made  by  our  great  minority 
leader,  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Martin!  and  what  he  had  to 
say  about  our  very  good  and  able  friend 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bow]. 
Let  me  say  further  that  I  think  Frank 
Bow  is  an  outstanding  Member  of  this 
Congress.  By  his  work  he  has  won  the  re¬ 
spect  and  admiration  of  the  membership 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle.  The  people 
of  the  16th  District  of  Ohio  can  well  be 
proud  to  have  a  man  of  his  character 
and  ability  representing  them  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  time  to  ask 
some  member  of  the  committee  a  ques¬ 
tion  or  two.  I  should  like  to  have  it  per¬ 
fectly  clear  whether  a  young  man  who 
volunteers  for  6  months’  service,  and 
does  not  carry  out  the  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tions  under  this  bill,  can  be  drafted. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes;  he  can. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man,  but  before  I  do,  let  the  answer 
of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  be  clearly  understood — there  is 
compulsory  service  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  he  is 
within  the  draft  age  he  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  draft. 

Mr.  SHORT.  As  long  as  he  performs 
his  obligatory  Reserve  duty  he  would 
not  be. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Only  yesterday  this 
House  voted  to  pour  out  approximate¬ 
ly  another  $2  billion  in  military  aid  of 
one  kind  or  another  to  foreign  countries. 

I  should  like  to  know  how  many  coun¬ 
tries  in  the  world  levy  upon  their  men 
as  is  proposed  here  by  this  bill  and  the 
draft  law  as  we  do  in  the  United  States? 
Does  any  member  of  the  committee  care 
to  tell  me  how  many  countries  levy  upon 


their  manpower — upon  their  youth — for 
military  purposes  as  will  the  United 
States  under  the  draft  and  this  mon¬ 
strosity? 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  answer  is  a  lot  of 
silence  and  the  reason  for  that  silence 
is  that  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  well  know  that  few,  if  any, 
foreign  countries  conscript  their  youth 
as  we  do. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  must  have  been  a 
pulmotor,  operating  under  high  pressure, 
that  was  used  both  at  the  White  House 
and  by  the  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  to  pump  life  back  into  this  leg¬ 
islative  corpse.  Make  no  mistake,  we 
have  here  a  foot  in  the  door  to  universal 
conscription.  I  am  saying  to  you  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  is  for 
universal  conscription.  If  any  of  you 
doubt  that  statement,  I  want  to  read  you 
his  words.  In  testifying  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  on  Armed  Services  on  the 
conscription  bill,  S.  1,  February  2,  1951, 
General  Eisenhower,  now  President  of 
the  United  States,  stated  in  answer  to  a 
question : 

I  firmly  believe  in  the  principle  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  at  this  critical  stage 
in  our  affairs. 

And  again,  in  answer  to  a  question 
propounded  by  Senator  Johnson,  chair¬ 
man  of  a  Senate  Armed  Services  Sub¬ 
committee  : 

In  effect,  then,  you  believe  in  and  en¬ 
dorse  the  provisions  of  this  bill  which  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  induction  of  young  men  at  18 
years  for  27  months  of  service,  and  that 
out  of  that  group,  75,000  will  be  selected 
by  civilian  boards  set  up  by  the  President 
to  pursue  scientific  studies? 

General  Eisenhower.  It  sounds  to  me  like 
a  very  wise  provision  and  a  very  well- 
thought-out  bill. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  in 
lieu  of  any  public  statement  to  the  con¬ 
trary  since  1951  is  in  favor  of  universal 
military  conscription.  I  say  to  you  again 
if  you  approve  this  bill  today  you  will 
be  opening  the  door  wide  to  the  next 
step,  which  is  the  universal  conscrip¬ 
tion  of  manpower  and  only  manpower 
because  I  doubt  if  there  will  be  the 
courage  to  vote  a  bill  through  this  House 
in  the  event  of  war,  which  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  universal  conscription  of  every 
facility  of  this  Nation. 

And  President  Eisenhower  apparently 
thinks  the  womanpower  of  this  country 
has  not  been  fully  utilized  for  military 
purposes.  Let  me  read  to  you  what  he 
said  at  that  Senate  hearing  about 
womanpower: 

Tliere  Is  a  great  untapped  pool  of  call  It 
manpower  or  womanpower  that  has  not  been 
exploited  in  our  country  at  all. 

I  repeat,  “has  not  been  exploited.” 

I  wonder,  if  in  the  light  of  this  testi¬ 
mony,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
is  ready  to  endorse  a  bill  to  draft  the 
womanpower  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  basically  the 
same  bill  that  was  before  the  House  a 
few  weeks  ago  and  on  which  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  stalled  final  ac¬ 
tion  because  he  knew  then  it  would  be 
defeated. 

The  National  Guard  is  written  out  of 
this  bill  and  I  predict  that  if  it  becomes 
the  law  of  the  land  as  it  now  stands  it 
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will  gut  the  National  Guard  for  lack  of 
recruits.  Aside  from  deleting  the  Guard 
from  its  provisions,  this  is  the  same  leg¬ 
islation  that  was  before  us.  It  has  sim¬ 
ply  been  rigged  out  in  a  new  kimona. 

It  has  been  repeatedly  stated  on  the 
floor  today  and  a  few  weeks  ago  that 
through  the  years  a  large  segment  of  the 
Reserve  has  been  maltreated  by  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  brass  in  the  Pentagon.  Yet 
without  cleaning  up  the  Reserve  system 
it  is  proposed  to  pass  this  bill  and  prob¬ 
ably  compound  the  sorry  situation  that 
already  exists. 

I  repeat  what  I  said  earlier  this  after¬ 
noon  on  the  floor  that  with  some  55,000 
officers  being  commissioned  each  year  out 
of  various  training  programs  it  appears 
that  this  bill  is  necessary  to  provide  In¬ 
dians  for  the  chiefs  to  command. 

If  this  bill  is  enacted,  Mr.  Chairman, 
some  Members  of  the  House  are  going  to 
have  to  answer  a  lot  of  questions.  Thou¬ 
sands  of  boys  and  their  parents  will  ask 
why  this  levy  of  years  upon  our  lives  and 
the  lives  of  our  sons.  Draftees  now  serv¬ 
ing  will  ask,  and  justifiably  so,  why  their 
service  contracts  have  been  changed. 
Parents  will  ask  why  one  boy  can  be 
drafted  for  24  months  and  another  vol¬ 
unteer  for  6  months. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  discriminatory — 
this  is  bad  legislation,  and  I  resent  the 
fact  that  it  is  being  rammed  down  our 
throats  under  pressure  this  afternoon. 

Vote  this  through  if  you  will.  I  want 
no  part  of  it.  Let  a  roll-call  vote  tell  the 
people  of  this  country  where  you  stand. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  Section  208  of  the  Armed  Forces  Re¬ 
serve  Act  of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  82d  Cong.) 
as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  Redesignating  subsections  (g),  (h), 
and  (i)  as  (h),  (i),  and  (j),  and  adding  a 
new  subsection  (g)  as  follows: 

“(g)  Unless  otherwise  provided  by  law, 
each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed 
in  the  active  forces  after  July  27,  1953,  shall 
upon  his  release  from  active  service  become 
a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Thereafter 
such  person  may  be  required  to  perform  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  train¬ 
ing  in  the  following  manner: 

“(1)  An  annual  minimum  of  48  assemblies 
for  drill;  or 

“(2)  When  authorized  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  concerned,  other  equivalent  periods 
of  training, 

and  in  addition  to  either  (1)  or  (2)  above  an 
annual  period  of  active  duty  for  training  of 
not  to  exceed  17  days.” 

Whenever  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Army  Re¬ 
serve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  elects  not  to  participate  in 
any  of  the  foregoing  procedures,  such  mem¬ 
ber  shall  be  offered  the  alternative  of  active 
duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  30  days 
annually.  Any  member  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  the  Reserve  component  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  who  fails  through  refusal, 
when  able  to  perform  his  obligation  pursuant 
to  the  above  alternatives,  may  by  competent 
authority  be  ordered  to  and  required  to  per¬ 
form  active  duty  for  training,  without  his 
consent,  for  not  to  exceed  45  days  annually. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law, 
a  person  who  served  on  active  duty  in  the 
armed  forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will  not 
be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may 
hereafter  agree,  to  participate  in  active  duty 


for  training  or  in  inactive  duty  training  in 
the  Ready  Reserve. 

(2)  Section  208  (f)  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  words  “upon  his  request.” 

(3)  Subsection  (J)  as  redesignated  is 
amended  by  deleting  (g)  where  it  appears 
therein  and  substituting  (h). 

(4)  Add  a  new  subsection  (k)  as  follows: 

“(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 

President,  each  armed  force  of  the  United 
States  shall  provide  a  system  of  continuous 
screening  of  units  and  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  to  insure  that — 

“(a)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to 
those  members  or  units  during  a  mobiliza¬ 
tion; 

“(b)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  mili¬ 
tary  skills; 

“(c)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  pos¬ 
sessing  critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  re¬ 
tained  in  numbers  beyond  the  requirements 
for  those  skills  except  for  persons  who  have 
military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  over¬ 
riding  requirement; 

“(d)  with  due  respect  to  national  security 
and  military  requirements,  recognition  is 
given  to  participation  in  combat;  and 

“(e)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  whose 
mobilization  in  an  emergency  would  result 
in  extreme  personal  or  community  hardship 
are  not  retained  in  the  Ready  Reserve.” 

(5)  Add  a  new  subsection  (1)  as  follows: 

“(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 

appropriate  Secretary,  any  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred  to  the 
Standby  Reserve.” 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  233  (a)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952  in  time  of  war,  or  of  national 
emergency  declared  by  Congress,  after  the 
enactment  of  this  amendatory  act,  members 
of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  only  after  a  determination  of 
availability  by  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service. 

Sec.  4.  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  is  amended  by  striking 
the  words  “one  million  five  hundred  thou¬ 
sand"  and  inserting  the  words  “two  million 
nine  hundred  thousand”. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall 
cause  records  to  be  maintained  in  the  three 
military  departments,  as  far  as  practicable, 
on  the  number  of  person  participating  in 
active  duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  and  in  a  drill  status  with  pay.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in  January 
of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the 
Congress  on  the  progress  as  to  the  strength¬ 
ening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 

Sec.  6.  Section  233  (b)  (1)  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and 
adding  the  following:  “in  excess  of  1,000,000 
members  comprised  of  units  and  members 
thereof  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit 
organized  for  the  purposes  as  serving  as 
such”. 

Mr.  VINSON  (interrupting  reading  of 
the  bill) .  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  dispense  with  the  fur¬ 
ther  reading  of  the  other  sections  of  the 
bill,  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  and 
be  open  to  amendment  at  any  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  PHILBIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
such  great  admiration  and  affection  for 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  one  of  the  great 
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Americans  of  our  time,  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  Mr.  Carl  Vinson,  that  it 
is  always  with  a  sense  of  reluctance  and 
regret  that  I  disagree  with  him.  I  also 
entertain  the  highest  regard,  respect, 
and  esteem  for  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league,  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana, 
Mr.  Overton  Brooks,  who  has  handled 
this  bill,  in  such  a  painstaking,  able, 
and  efficient  way,  and  I  am  sorry  to  differ 
with  his  views.  However,  I  must  follow 
my  conscience  and  my  convictions. 

In  the  past,  I  have  been  opposed  to 
UMT.  I  have  taken  this  position,  be¬ 
cause  I  do  not  believe  that  in  peacetime 
it  is  necessary  to  militarize  the  United 
States  in  order  to  set  up  an  adequate 
national  defense.  Of  course,  I  have  other 
strong  reasons  for  this  view.  Admittedly, 
this  bill  is  not  UMT.  It  does  not  di¬ 
rectly  compel  any  boy  to  become  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
In  part,  it  is  merely  another  option 
which  permits  an  American  boy,  if  he 
so  chooses,  to  fulfill  his  military  service 
under  the  Reserve  plan.  If  a  boy  does 
not  want  to  avail  himself  of  the  specific 
program  provided  in  this  bill  to  join  the 
Reserve  and  fulfill  his  military  obliga¬ 
tion,  that  is  his  right  and  privilege  and 
he  is  entitled,  upon  his  own  account  and 
own  judgment,  to  make  that  decision. 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  not¬ 
withstanding  the  provisions,  under  which 
a  boy  may  voluntarily  enlist  in  the  Re¬ 
serve,  this  bill,  insofar  as  boys  already 
drafted  or  enlisted  into  our  armed  serv¬ 
ices  are  concerned,  it  requires  them  under 
pain  of  punishment  to  remain  in  the  Re¬ 
serves  after  they  have  completed  their 
tour  of  active  duty. 

If  the  bill  is  enacted,  Congress  would 
thus  be  changing  the  rules  of  the  game 
while  the  game  is  in  progress.  There  are 
thousands  of  young  men,  who  entered  the 
various  services  by  draft  or  voluntary 
enlistment  believing  that  when  they  had 
completed  their  tour  of  duty,  they  would 
be  free  to  resume  their  civilian  pursuits 
unhampered  and  unfettered  by  further 
military  obligation. 

They  all  know  present  Reserve  laws  are 
not  enforced.  For  them,  and  for  them 
only,  of  all  other  eligible  young  men  in 
the  country  presently  in  the  military 
pool,  this  bill  requires  additional  Reserve 
service.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  re¬ 
sult  is  either  equitable,  just,  or  wise.  It 
is  very  unfair  to  change  the  rules  in  the 
middle  of  the  game.  It  is  most  unjust  to 
put  the  brunt  of  the  burdens  and  sacri¬ 
fices  of  military  duty  in  the  active  service 
and  in  the  Reserves  upon  only  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  portion  of  the  entire  avail¬ 
able  manpower.  That  is  not  the  Ameri¬ 
can  way. 

I  am  not  urging  at  this  time,  nor  would 
I  suggest  that  at  this  time  these  burdens 
and  sacrifices  be  saddled  upon  all  boys 
in  this  so-called  manpower  pool,  because 
I  believe  that  definite  principles  could 
and  should  be  applied  to  any  Reserve 
bill,  which  would  result  in  more  equit¬ 
able  treatment  of  every  eligible  Ameri¬ 
can  boy.  It  is  most  unfair  and  dis¬ 
criminatory  to  compel  boys  who  have 
served  in  Korea,  in  Japan,  in  Germany, 
and  in  other  remote  parts  of  the  world  to 
serve  further  in  peacetime. 
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The  basic  purpose  of  this  bill  is,  of 
course,  to  build  up  our  Reserve  Army 
forces  during  this  period  of  turmoil,  un¬ 
certainty,  and  danger.  The  Air  Force, 
Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  do  not  need  this 
bill.  To  provide  adequately  for  the  na¬ 
tional  security  is  a  solemn  duty  of  this 
f’ongress  and  present  conditions  in  the 
world  require  careful  thought  and  ex¬ 
peditious  action.  Of  that  I  am  complete¬ 
ly  convinced.  But  this  must  be  done 
under  American  principles,  fairly,  im¬ 
partially,  and  justly.  It  must  be  done 
with  least  impact  upon  our  youth  and  our 
national  life. 

I  have  very  serious  doubts  and  mis¬ 
givings  concerning  the  scope,  the  form, 
the  pattern,  the  fairness,  and  the  wis¬ 
dom  of  certain  of  this  bill’s  provisions 
and  I  voiced  my  reservations  in  the 
committee. 

In  the  first  place,  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  Army,  which  is  the  only  service  that 
really  needs  this  bill,  has  made  an  earn¬ 
est,  determined  effort  to  build  up  the 
Army  Reserve  under  existing  laws.  I  do 
not  feel  that  the  1952  Reserve  bill  has 
been  properly  implemented  and  that,  if 
it  had  been,  the  Army  could  have  con¬ 
structed  a  suitable,  reasonably  well-or¬ 
ganized  Army  Reserve.  I  sincerely  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  1952  bill,  if  amended, 
would  serve  the  purpose  of  building  an 
adequate  Army  Reserve. 

Moreover,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Reserve  force  proposed  by  the  bill,  if  it 
eventuates,  is  an  adequate  answer  to  our 
current  military  manpower  problems  and 
needs.  Time  and  time  again,  I  have 
pointed  out  the  swift  developments  of 
science  and  technology  that  are  so  rap¬ 
idly  and  radically  reshaping  our  military 
setup  and  organization.  Under  this  sit¬ 
uation,  it  is  not  possible  to  train  boys  in 
6  months,  or  in  limited  weekly  drills,  to 
understand,  and  be  able  to  cope  with, 
the  complex  mechanisms  and  intricate 
technical  equipment  which  are  an  essen¬ 
tial,  integral  part  of  modernized  Armed 
Forces. 

We  are  not  moving  fast  enough,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  in  converting  and  reorganizing 
our  miiltary  components  in  the  light  of 
the  great  changes  in  strategy  and  tac¬ 
tics  and  logistics  which  necessarily  and 
most  realistically  derive  from  the  stu¬ 
pendous  and  amazing  scientific  progress 
we  are  recording  almost  daily.  Indus¬ 
trial  techniques  and  progress  must  be 
coordinated  with  educational  and  mili¬ 
tary  activities.  The  high  school,  the  col¬ 
lege,  the  technical  school  and  military 
training,  the  factory  and  the  laboratory 
must  be  integrated  into  a  cohesive  vol¬ 
untary  program  coordinated  with  the 
active  forces.  For  the  most  part,  this 
could  be  done  without  compulsion  if  a 
real,  honest  determined  effort  were  made 
by  the  Army. 

New  concepts  are  required.  New  tech¬ 
niques  must  be  rapidly  incorporated. 
Sweeping  changes  in  organization,  in 
grouping,  in  emphasis,  in  training,  in 
format,  in  missions  and  objectives  are 
urgently  and  imperatively  needed  now 
in  our  Armed  Forces  if  we  are  to  be  in 
a  position  to  face  up  to  some  of  the 
terrible  contingencies  that  could  con¬ 
ceivably  arise  like  a  bolt  from  the  blue. 
Civilian  defense  should  definitely  be  an 


important  part  of  such  a  program.  It 
should  not  be  overlooked  in  any  Reserve 
plan  adopted  by  this  Congress.  But  it 
is  not  in  this  bill. 

I  will  not  here  elaborate  upon  or  be¬ 
labor  these  most  vital  considerations,  but 
clearly  the  present  bill  falls  far  short 
of  meeting  the  requirements  of  such  a 
modernized  military  Reserve  program 
based  on  voluntary,  incentive  principles. 
In  fact,  no  one  here  asserts  that  it  pre¬ 
sumes  to  answer  all  these  questions.  It 
is  a  mere  skeleton  and  a  mere  gesture 
and  no  one  can  make  anything  else  out 
of  it. 

Let  me  emphasize  that  I  am  opposed 
to  the  long  Reserve  obligations  of  this 
bill.  As  pointed  out  above,  it  discrimi¬ 
nates  violently  against  those  boys  already 
in  service,  who,  under  its  terms,  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  remain  in  the  Reserves  for  an 
extended  long  period.  Cutting  the  ob¬ 
ligation  from  8  years  to  6  years  in  one 
category  is  no  answer  to  this  serious 
problem  because  every  one  of  these  boys 
regardless  of  his  prior  active  service 
would  have  to  serve  at  least  5  years  over¬ 
all  time.  This  is  a  palpably  unjust  pro¬ 
vision. 

This  is  a  democracy,  a  free  representa¬ 
tive  government,  not  yet  a  militarized 
dictatorship.  We  admire  and  are  most 
grateful  to  all  our  military  of  every  serv¬ 
ice  for  their  great,  glorious  contributions 
to  the  Nation,  and  I  would  personally 
yield  to  no  man  in  earnestly  acknowl¬ 
edging  our  great  debt  to  them  for  their 
sterling,  loyal  services,  past  and  present. 
But  I  do  not  believe  that  the  military 
should  be  allowed  to  dominate  the  af¬ 
fairs  of  this  Government.  They  should 
not  be  permitted  to  reshape  the  social, 
educational,  and  economic  life  of 
America.  Not  only  would  that  be  en¬ 
tirely  unnecessary,  except  in  total  war, 
but  it  would  be  a  great  travesty  upon  our 
Constitution,  the  democratic  spirit  of  our 
institutions  so  essential  to  national  well¬ 
being  and  the  freedom  of  our  people. 
We  must  never  consent  to  the  peacetime 
militarization  of  the  Nation.  The  civil 
authority  representing  the  sovereign 
will  of  the  American  people  must  always 
conduct  the  affairs  of  this  Government. 
To  that  authority  the  military  must 
always  be  subordinate. 

I  am  also  disturbed  about  the  effects 
this  bill  will  have  on  the  National 
Guard — that  great,  historic  arm  of  our 
national  defense  with  its  glorious  record 
in  war  and  peace.  In  time,  this  bill 
provides  for  a  Ready  Reserve  of  2,900,000 
at  an  annual  cost  of  about  $2  billion  in 
some  circumstances.  To  serve  its  pur¬ 
poses,  armories  will  be  constructed  all 
over  the  country.  In  fact,  a  measure  to 
start  the  construction  of  these  armories 
is  already  pending  before  the  House. 
Authorization  has  already  passed  our 
committee.  These  armories  will  be  built 
by  the  United  States  Government  and 
the  full  cost  thereof  will  be  borne  by  the 
American  taxpayer.  On  the  other  hand, 
National  Guard  armories,  where  author¬ 
ized,  are  built  on  a  matching  basis  of 
contributions  by  the  States  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government.  Obviously,  it  is  only 
a  question  of  time,  after  operation  of  this 
bill,  when  the  Army  Reserve  will  domi¬ 
nate  the  Reserve  military  picture 
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throughout  the  country  and  the  National 
Guard  will  be  pushed  unceremoniously 
into  the  background,  since  this  bill  pre¬ 
vents  any  boy  coming  out  of  the  active 
service  from  entering  the  National  Guard 
to  fulfill  his  Reserve  obligation  but  com¬ 
pulsorily  channels  him  into  the  Reserve. 
It  also  denies  to  American  boys,  because 
of  race,  specific  guaranty  against  segre¬ 
gation,  and  the  opportunity  that  is  given 
to  other  boys  to  join  the  National  Guard 
and  in  that  way  complete  their  military 
service. 

Let  us  have  no  illusions  about  the 
bill.  It  has  at  present  certain  featui'es 
which  require  unreasonable  length  of 
Reserve  service,  which  subordinate  the 
National  Guard,  entail  expensive  dupli¬ 
cation  of  armory  facilities  and  the  like, 
which  I  do  not  believe  are  either  helpful 
or  salutary.  It  constitutes  an  excessive 
delegation  of  power  to  the  Department 
of  Defense  to  require  military  service  in 
peacetime. 

The  bill  is  extremely  costly.  The  huge 
outlay  of  over  a  billion  dollars  the  first 
year,  rising  to  almost  $2  billion  ulti¬ 
mately,  and  perhaps  much  more,  in  cer¬ 
tain  contingencies,  is  too  high  a  price  for 
the  American  people  to  pay  for  an  Army 
Reserve  system  of  questionable  value 
which  does  not  even  begin  to  solve  our 
military  manpower  problems.  I  hope  the 
bill  is  satisfactorily  amended  to  meet 
these  objections,  and  I  pray  that  some 
consideration  may  be  given  to  the 
vital  question  of  setting  up  properly 
integrated,  properly  trained,  properly 
implemented  professionalized  Armed 
Forces,  Active  and  Reserve,  which  in  the 
days  of  rapid  scientific  advance  are  so 
essential  to  any  well-conceived,  well- 
balanced,  effective  system  of  national 
defense. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  O’HARA  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  requisite 
number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  regret  that  there  are 
Members  seated  here  who  are  crying  for 
a  vote.  We  are  establishing  a  new  pat¬ 
tern  for  the  lives  of  our  children  and  for 
our  America,  and  I  trust  that  no  col¬ 
league  of  mine  here  will  resent  any  Mem¬ 
ber  coming  down  to  the  well  and  speak¬ 
ing  his  full  5  minutes.  Our  time  is  not 
so  valuable  that  we  cannot  consult  one 
another,  and  listen  to  every  word  that 
anyone  in  this  body  wishes  to  say,  be¬ 
fore  we  pass  judgment  on  the  pattern 
for  the  lives  of  American  youth.  I  would 
have  preferi’ed  not  to  take  the  time  of 
this  House.  I  have  such  respect  for  the 
sincerity,  the  industry,  and  the  intelli¬ 
gence  of  the  members  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  that  I  would  not  choose 
to  raise  on  an  ordinary  occasion  my 
humble  voice  in  question  of  decisions  that 
were  grounded  in  the  experience  and  the 
wisdom  of  that  great  committee. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  an  or¬ 
dinary  occasion.  We  are  voting  upon  a 
pattern  of  life.  Today  we  are  deciding 
the  kind  of  life  our  children  may  expect. 
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I  do  feel  a  responsibility,  shall  I  say,  in 
these  aging  years  of  life,  to  tell  my  col¬ 
leagues  the  convictions  that  a  span  of 
years  not  brief  have  brought  to  me.  In 
my  life  there  has  been  one  major  war 
after  another,  and  now  we  are  in  a  race 
of  armaments  that,  if  I  read  correctly 
what  we  are  doing  and  have  been  doing 
in  this  Chamber,  can  reach  only  the 
destination  that  has  been  reached  by  all 
races  of  armaments  in  the  history  of  the 
world. 

I  have  been  voting,  as  have  my  col¬ 
leagues,  day  after  day  for  measures  to 
keep  America  strong  to  meet  the  perils 
in  a  changing  and  uncertain  world. 
With  all  my  heart  I  love  my  country,  as 
does  every  Member  here  in  this  Cham¬ 
ber,  and  I  want  it  strong  to  defend  itself, 
to  uphold  its  honor,  and  to  fulfill  its 
mission  for  all  humanity.  But  as  I  have 
voted  for  the  strength  we  must  have,  and 
in  this  I  cannot  question  the  planning  of 
those  best  qualified  to  know,  I  have 
prayed,  silently  and  very  humbly,  that 
never  again  would  our  country  be  called 
upon  to  employ  in  the  achievement  of 
our  destiny  for  humanity  any  strength 
save  the  strength  of  the  Prince  of  Peace. 
I  want  my  country  to  be  strong  in  every 
way.  I  have  not  withheld  my  vote  even 
when  I  questioned  details..  When  a  bill 
was  brought  here  providing  for  homes 
costing  $60,000  apiece  for  5  Army  gen¬ 
erals,  the  Chief  of  Staff,  and  the  other 
great  generals  serving  with  him,  I  did 
not  withohold  by  vote,  even  though  I 
questioned.  Those  homes,  costing  $60,- 
000  apiece,  were  to  be  built  here  in 
Washington.  I  questioned  it.  I  ques¬ 
tioned  whether  we  were  not  enlarging 
the  gulf  between  the  officers  who  com¬ 
mand  and  the  enlisted  men  who  serve 
under  those  officers.  But  I  resolved  the 
question  contrary  to  how  I  might  have 
regarded  it  when  the  House  was  in¬ 
formed  that  the  highest  authority  in  the 
Government,  and  this  I  took  to  mean 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  rec¬ 
ommended  it.  If  important  to  our  na¬ 
tional  security,  in  any  sense,  I  could  not 
vote  against  it. 

But  I  wonder  at  times  if  we  are  build¬ 
ing  a  strong  America,  an  America  in  the 
future  that  will  be  defended  as  the 
America  in  the  past  by  volunteers,  as 
they  responded  from  the  North  to  the 
call  of  Lincoln,  and  in  the  Spanish- 
American  War  to  the  call  of  McKinley, 
and  sometimes  I  wonder  if  little  by  little 
we  are  not  departing  from  what  we  were 
by  broadening  too  much  the  gulf  be¬ 
tween  the  men  who  command  and  the 
men  who  obey. 

My  colleagues,  think  twice  before  you 
vote  today.  And,  however  you  vote,  let 
your  convictions  and  your  identity  be 
known.  You  have  extended  the  draft 
4  years.  I  do  not  think  you  had  any 
moral  right  to  do  it  for  more  than  2 
years,  the  life  of  this  Congress,  but  you 
did  it  for  4  years.  You  have  included  in 
the  draft  the  doctors  over  draft  age  for 
others,  and  I  think  if  you  encouraged 
doctors  by  a  career  incentive  you  would 
not  have  to  place  that  discrimination 
upon  them.  You  and  I  have  voted  bil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  for  military  defense. 
You  and  I  have  provided  for  our  defense 
all  over  the  world  by  cooperation  with 


our  allies.  What  further  contribution 
to  our  security  can  come  from  the  imme¬ 
diate  passage  of  this  measure?  If  war 
should  come  between  now  and  the  time 
we  reconvene  in  January  no  one  expects 
that  any  strengthening  of  our  defense  or 
of  our  offense  would  result  from  this 
measure,  not  to  the  extent  of  the  weight 
of  a  toothpick.  Why  not  submit  the 
proposal  to  the  churches  and  the  schools 
and  the  educators  and  the  fathers  and 
the  mothers  in  the  homes?  Then  when 
we  return  in  January  we  will  have  before 
us,  under  such  world  climate  as  then 
obtains,  a  program  that  has  had  the 
study  of  all  the  American  people,  not 
alone  that  of  the  Pentagon,  and  that 
has  stood  the  test  of  public  opinion. 
That,  I  submit,  is  the  way  American  de¬ 
mocracy  functions.  And  what  we  are 
doing  is  changing  a  pattern  of  life. 

Now,  my  friends  and  colleagues,  right 
now  all  over  America  men  and  women 
are  praying  for  peace.  We  know  that  if 
we  do  not  have  peace  all  this  great  civili¬ 
zation  we  have  built  will  be  destroyed. 
We  are  praying  for  peace.  We  are  work¬ 
ing  for  peace.  We  have  the  draft  con¬ 
tinued.  We  have  the  money  for  the  full 
arming  of  ourselves  and  our  allies.  With 
no  risk,  we  can  leave  the  changing  of 
the  pattern  of  our  national  life  for 
January. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Johansen:  Page 

7,  line  12,  after  the  word  “after”,  strike  out 
the  date  “July  27,  1953,”  and  insert  “the 
date  this  act  becomes  effective”;  and  on  page 

8,  line  13,  strike  out  “July  27, 1953”  and  insert 
“the  date  this  act  becomes  effective.” 

(Mr.  JOHANSEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
hope  I  shall  not  need  all  of  5  minutes. 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  simple 
and  obvious.  The  bill  as  it  now  reads 
provides  that  all  men  who  have  enlisted 
or  been  inducted  through  the  draft  or 
appointed  to  the  service  since  July  27, 
1953,  shall  be  liable  to  certain  additional, 
specific,  spelled-out  obligations  for 
training  service  as  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve.  Among  those  obligations  that 
are  spelled  out  in  the  act  is  the  provi¬ 
sion  that  they  shall  be  required,  upon 
the  completion  of  their  active  duty  for 
service  period,  to  attend  48  weekly  as¬ 
semblies  a  year  for  the  remaining  period 
of  their  Ready  Reserve  obligation  and  in 
addition  they  shall  be  required  to  spend 
17  days  a  year  in  training;  or  in  lieu  of 
those  two  items,  required  to  spend  30 
days  in  active  training  per  year.  Or  in 
case  of  the  failure  to  exercise  any  of 
these  alternatives  they  shall  be  liable  to 
a  penalty  induction  of  45  days  of  active 
service. 

The  only  intent  of  the  amendment 
that  I  have  offered  is  to  make  these  added 
requirements  effective  and  obligatory 
upon  all  persons  entering  the  service 
either  by  enlistment  or  induction  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  act. 

As  it  now  stands,  my  understanding 
is — and  that  is  one  reason  I  questioned 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short!  earlier  regarding  the  compulsory 


features  of  this  bill — my  understanding 
is  that  there  is  added  a  plus  of  obliga¬ 
tion  imposed  on  those  now  in  service 
which  amounts  to  a  change  of  the  ground 
rules  for  those  now  in  service  either  by 
induction  or  enlistment.  This  amend¬ 
ment  would  eliminate  the  retroactive 
or  ex  post  facto  feature  of  the  provision 
and  would  make  the  requirement  effec¬ 
tive  with  the  effective  date  of  the  act.  I 
think  it  goes  to  the  question  of  changing 
the  ground  rules  and  adding  terms  to  a 
contract  after  the  date  it  was  entered 
into. 

I  urge  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

(Mr.  BECKER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  BECKER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can¬ 
not  help  but  rise  at  this  time  to  say  that 
I  believe  my  colleague  from  Ohio,  Con¬ 
gressman  Frank  Bow,  to  be  one  of  the 
outstanding  Americans  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  He  was  one  of  the  first 
I  be  came  acquainted  with  in  the  House 
and  I  have  been  proud  not  only  to  be 
associated  with  him  but  to  join  him  in 
his  many  patriotic  endeavors  on  behalf 
of  legislation  in  the  best  interest  of  all 
Americans  and  the  defense  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  I  have  also  been  very  happy  to  be 
one  of  those  who  have  joined  with  him 
in  support  of  his  amendment  or  further 
legislation  to  remove  the  provision  in  the 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty  giving  permis¬ 
sion  to  foreign  countries  where  our  mili¬ 
tary  forces  are  serving,  to  prosecute  our 
soldiers,  sailors,  and  so  forth,  in  their 
civil  courts.  I  believe  that  if  we  send  our 
men  to  these  foreign  countries  for  the 
protection  of  these  foreign  countries,  our 
forces  should  have  the  protection  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Im¬ 
munity  is  given  to  civilians  serving  our 
embassies  and  consulates  abroad,  people 
who  go  of  their  own  volition.  Their,  our 
fighting  forces,  who  go  because  they  are 
ordered  to,  should  have  the  same  pro¬ 
tection  and  be  subject  to  prosecution  by 
their  military  command.  It  is  unthink¬ 
able  that  such  a  provision  was  permitted 
to  enter  the  treaty  at  all  and  every  step 
should  be  taken  to  eliminate  it  as  soon 
as  possible.  I  shall  be  happy  to  continue 
working  with  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bow]  to  this  end. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  as  I  understand  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  it  would,  on  page  7, 
line  13,  change  the  date  from  July  27, 
1953,  and  make  it  1956.  The  commit¬ 
tee  placed  the  date  July  27,  1953,  in  the 
bill  because  that  was  the  date  of  the  end¬ 
ing  of  the  Korean  war.  We  wanted  to 
relieve  the  man  who  had  been  in  com¬ 
bat  of  the  necessity  of  being  called  first 
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in  another  war  and  having  to  carry  the 
burden  of  combat  in  two  successive  wars. 
We  think  the  obligation  of  military  serv¬ 
ice  should  be  spread  a  little  more  than 
that.  We  used  the  date  July  27,  1953, 
which  will  mean  that  combat  veterans 
will  not  be  called  upon  to  serve  again  in 
anything  short  of  an  all-out  congres¬ 
sional  mobilization. 

The  gentleman’s  amendment  would 
bring  that  date  to  1956.  Here  is  what  is 
wrong  there.  It  would  mean  that  you 
wrould  eliminate  your  Ready  Reserve  at 
the  present  time.  You  would  have  no 
Ready  Reserve  at  the  present  time.  You 
would  have  to  begin  at  scratch.  You 
would  weaken  the  defenses  of  this  coun¬ 
try  very,  very  seriously  by  destroying  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

The  gentleman  has  stated  this  is 
changing  the  ground  rules.  The  only 
change  in  the  ground  rules  has  been  to 
soften  the  impact  of  the  ground  rules  on 
those  since  1953  and  to  this  hour.  We 
have  actually  reduced  the  obligation  to 
some  extent  of  those  people  but  we  have 
in  no  instance  made  the  obligation 
heavier  on  those  who  were  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  since  1953  to  the  present  hour  than  it 
is  at  the  present  time.  We  have  made 
the  obligation  lighter.  They  have  no 
complaint  about  the  obligation  that  they 
have  assumed  prior  to  the  time  when 
this  bill  would  go  into  effect. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
if  the  Department  of  Defense  wanted  to 
they  could  apply  the  provisions  of  law 
which  states  that  if  a  man  does  not  ful¬ 
fill  his  Reserve  obligation  he  is  subject 
to  a  fine  of  $10,000  or  5  years  in  jail? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes,  but 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  enforcing  that  dras¬ 
tic  provision.  It  is  far  too  severe.  We 
have  reduced  the  obligation  and  reduced 
the  penalty.  We  have  reduced  the  over¬ 
all  ground  rules  so  that  they  are  softer 
on  the  man  in  service  under  this 
measure  than  they  were  before  this  bill 
came  to  the  House. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  JOHANSEN.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  misunderstands  the  intent  and  the 
effect  of  the  amendment.  The  effect  and 
the  intent  is  simply  that  these  require¬ 
ments  with  regard  to  men  volunteering 
or  drafted  for  the  service  of  the  48  drills, 
and  so  forth,  will  become  effective  with 
all  men  drafted  or  enlisting  after  the 
effective  date  of  the  act.  I  do  not  know 
where  the  gentleman  gets  the  1956  date. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  by  inference  would  relieve  us  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  we  have  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  critical  time.  Then  we  would  have  to 
start  from  scratch  with  no  Ready  Reserve 
and  build  here  in  the  4  or  5  years  allotted 
under  this  law  a  brand  new  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  to  defend  our  country.  We  need 
those  men  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman’s 
amendment  would  postpone  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  this  program  until  1956, 


should  the  amendment  become  law  with¬ 
in  the  next  several  months. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
what  I  understand.  So  I  think  the 
amendment  is  a  bad  one.  I  ask  that  it 
be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro¬ 
ceed  for  5  additional  minutes  and  to  re¬ 
vise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Committee.  His  remarks  will 
appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  a 
preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gross  moves  that  the  Committee  do  | 
now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the  j 
House  with  the  recommendation  that  the  j 
enacting  clause  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  j 
the  motion  speaks  for  itself.  I  have  no  j 
desire  to  take  any  further  time  and  I  i 
ask  for  a  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on  ; 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the  j 
committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Englk,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  reported  that  that  committee 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  j 
of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  I 
purposes,  pursuant  to  House  resolution  i 
291,  he  reported  the  bill  back  to  the  I 
House  with  sundry  amendments  adopted 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any  j 
amendment?  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put 
them  en  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  NELSON.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker, 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  qual¬ 
ifies.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  motion 
to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Nelson  moves  that  H.  R.  7000  be  re¬ 
committed  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  for  further  study. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 


The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Nelson)  there 
were — ayes  52,  noes  161. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


PERMISSION  TO  FILE  REPORT  ON 
H.  R.  5614 

l^Tr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
may  have  until  midnight  tonight  to  file 
a  report  on  the  bill  H.  R.  5614. 

The  'SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 


PREDICTION  WITH  RESPECT  TO 

APPLE  PRICES— VETO  MESSAGE 

FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 

UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  213) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  veto  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  read : 

To  the  United  States  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives:  \ 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  ap¬ 
proval,  H.  R.  5188,  to  prohibit  publica¬ 
tion  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  any  prediction  with  respect  to 
apple  prices.  This  bill  would  amend  sec¬ 
tion  15  (d)  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  (12  U.  S.  C.  1141  (j)  (d)),  as 
amended,  by  inserting  after  the  word 
“cotton”  the  words  “or  apples.”  The  ef¬ 
fect  of  this  would  be  to  extend  to  apples 
the  existing  prohibitions  with  respect  to 
the  publication  of  price  prospects  that 
now  apply  only  to  cotton. 

The  provision  of  the  act  to  which  ap¬ 
ples  would  be  added  is  very  broad.  It 
applies  to  any  officer  or  employee  of  the 
United  States,  in  either  the  legislative 
or  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  except  to  the  Governor  of  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration.  It  should 
not  be  extended  to  other  farm  products. 
In  particular,  the  addition  of  apples  to 
this  provision  would  further  restrict  the 
i  agricultural  outlook  service  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  since  it  would 
:  prohibit  the  publication  and,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  the  formal  discussion  of  future 
price  prospects  for  apples  by  any  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Department,  including  co¬ 
operative  employees  of  the  Federal-State 
Extension  Service. 

I  believe  that  it  is  a  vital  responsibility 
of  the  Federal  Government  to  gather 
and  disseminate  accurate,  timely,  com¬ 
prehensive,  and  useful  economic  infor¬ 
mation,  so  that  producers  and  consum¬ 
ers,  buyers  and  sellers  may  have  avail¬ 
able  to  them  the  maximum  amount  of 
economic  knowledge.  This  is  especially 
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true  of  farmers,  who  generally  are  not  in 
a  pd6ition  to  acquire  for  themselves  all 
the  rfecessary  facts  concerning  supply 
and  demand  conditions  affecting  their 
commodities.  Because  of  the  great  in¬ 
stability  of  their  prices  and  incomes, 
they  stand  in  particular  need  of  accu¬ 
rate,  timely,  ''and  comprehensive  eco¬ 
nomic  information  to  assist  them  in  the 
development  of  their  plans  for  produc¬ 
tion  and  marketirte.  Denial  to  farmers 
of  this  type  of  information  in  the  case  of 
another  major  commodity  would  repre¬ 
sent  a  backward  step,  'tending  to  under¬ 
mine  the  foundations  of  the  entire  agri¬ 
cultural  outlook  service.  \ 

It  is  difficult  to  see  how  the  cutting  off 
of  analysis  of  price  trends  and  dissem¬ 
ination  of  price  prospects  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  can  in  any  , way  as¬ 
sist  the  farmer.  Interpretations\of  the 
price  situation  will  still  be  made  by^oth- 
ers.  At  times,  these  may  come  from 
sources  whose  interests  run  contrary  to 
those  of  the  apple  producers.  This  leg¬ 
islation  would  reduce  or  seriously  limit' 
the  ability  of  fieldworkers  to  counteract 
price  rumors  detrimental  to  the  farmers’ 
interests. 

For  these  reasons  I  have  felt  obliged 
to  withhold  my  approval  from  this 
measure. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  July  1,  1955. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  objection  of  the 
President  will  be  spread  at  large  upon 
the  Journal. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  bill  and  message  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  or¬ 
dered  printed. 

(Mr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  President’s  action  in  veto¬ 
ing  a  bill  to  stop  apple  price-forecasting 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  is  as 
inexplicable  as  it  is  petty.  It  is  a  cruel 
and  unwarranted  blow  to  the  smaller 
apple  farmers.  The  veto  does  not  square 
with  the  professed  determination  of  the 
administration  to  get  the  Federal  Gov^ 
ernment  out  of  activities  which  are 
wasteful  of  the  taxpayers’  money  and 
serve  no  essential  purpose.  Apple  farm¬ 
ers  will  find  it  difficult  to  understand  why 
the  President  heeded  the  plea  of/bureau¬ 
crats  of  his  Department  of  Agriculture 
to  let  them  continue  the  useless  and 
often  damaging  guessing  game  on  apple 
prices  without  giving  the  apple  farmers’ 
organizations,  the  American  Farm  Bu¬ 
reau  Federation,  or  the  authors  of  the 
bill  any  opportunity  to  explain  why 
price  forecasting  on  apples  has  been 
of  no  value  and  has  done  substantial 
harm. 

If  congressional  hearings  on  this  leg¬ 
islation,  representatives  of  the  apple 
farmers,  arid  of  agriculture  generally, 
testified  to  the  damage  and  confusion 
caused  by  these  price  guesses,  when  made 
undeiVauspices  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment/  The  only  witness  in  opposition  to 
the/bill  was  a  bureaucrat  who  under- 
ftndably  did  not  want  to  be  told  to  stop 
/oing  what  he  had  been  doing  at  public 


expense,  even  if  it  were  useless.  It  was 
agreed  that  the  bill  would  have  no  effect 
on  the  other  valuable  statistical  services 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  to 
which  the  President  refers  in  his  mes¬ 
sage,  and  would  prohibit  only  price  fore¬ 
casting  unwanted  by  all  who  were  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  served  by  it.  For  a  number 
of  years,  cotton  farmers  have  been  pro¬ 
tected  by  law  against  this  crystal¬ 
balling  by  Federal  bureaucrats  on  cot¬ 
ton  prices.  The  apple  farmers  merely 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  the  same 
treatment  as  the  cotton  farmers.  The 
Congress  agreed.  The  President  now  has 
told  them  they  are  not. 

(Mr.  QUIGLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  QUIGLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  express  my  shock  at  the  President’s 
action  in  vetoing  H.  R.  5188.  This  meas¬ 
ure  would  prohibit  publication  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  of  its  pre¬ 
dictions  as  to  the  future  price  of  apples. 
This  was  a  bill  which  passed  the  House  t 
■and  the  Senate  with  little  or  no  opposL 
tion.  This  happened  because  it  had  been 
clearly  demonstrated  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Members  of  both  Houses  that"  this 
was  legislation  that  was  needed,  ,/lt  was 
needed  because  many  apple  /growers, 
large  and,  small,  had  suffered  substantial 
losses  on  th,eir  crops  because  itt  past  years 
the  Department  of  Agriculture’s  guess 
as  to  the  future  prices  of  apples  proved 
to  be  well  belpw  the  ultimate  market 

if  relying  on  the 
Benson’s  experts, 
misled  into  selling 
far  short  of  what  he 
.  without  the  misguid¬ 
ing  guidance  forthcoming  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  AgricultureX 

When  similar  speculati'ops  in  cotton 
prices  worked  a  hardship  on,  the  cotton 
growers  .the  Congress  passed  a,  law  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  Government  froni\express- 
ing  any  predictions  as  to  cotton 'futures. 
What  the  Congress  attempted  to  was 
to.  give  this  same  protection  to  the  apple 
growers  of  this  country,  but  now  'the 
/President  has  come  along  to  deny  thet 
this  protection.  Mr.  Eisenhower  has  reJ\ 
cently  taken  up  residence  in  one  of  the 
great  apple  producing  countys  of  this 
Nation,  and  it  is  difficult  to  estimate  the 
losses  which  will  flow  to  many  of  his 
new  neighbors  as  a  result  of  today’s  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  President.  This  is  indeed  an 
unfortunate  veto.  One  that  reflects  a 
complete  failure  to  understand  the  plight 
of  the  typical  farmer  and  the  problems 
he  faces. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


The  Clerk  called  the  roll  and  the 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answe 
their  names: 


prices.  As  the 
bad  guessing  of 
many  a  farmer 
his  crop  for  a  prij 
could  have  real! 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker  I 
move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 


Anfuso 

[Roll  No.  107] 
Dies 

MasojS 

Baker 

Dingell 

Moprison 

Barden 

Dollinger 

MfAilder 

Barrett 

Doyle 

Mummi 

Belcher 

Eberharter  . 

/Perkins 

Bell 

Fine  / 

Polk 

Bentley 

Flno  / 

Powell 

Bolton, 

Fjare  / 

Preston 

Oliver  P. 

Frazier  / 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Bowler 

Grant  / 

Reed,  Ill. 

Boykin 

Green,  J?a. 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Gubser 

Riehlman 

Buchanan 

Hesse 

Rivers 

Burdick 

Hi]/ 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Canfield 

Holifield 

St.  George 

Cederberg 

.Jackson 

Scherer 

Celler 

/James 

Sheehan 

Chase  / 

Kean 

Siler 

Chatham  / 

Kearney 

Smith,  Wis. 

Chiperfielcr 

Kearns 

Taylor 

Clark  / 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

IJdaU 

Cole  / 

Kilburn 

Van  Pelt 

Coudert 

Kirwan 

Watts 

Dague 

Kluczynski 

Widnall 

Dayis,  Tenn. 

Krueger 

Wier 

Djtfwson,  Ill. 

McDowell 

Williams,  N.  Y 

VSempsey 

McGregor 

Yates 

"Denton 

Mack,  Ill. 

Zelenko 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  348 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


COMMITTEE  ON  RULES 

Mr.  O’NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Rules  may  have  until  midnight  to¬ 
night  to  file  reports. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 


LEGISLATIVE  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1956 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Rules  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  294  and  ask  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  during  the  consideration 
)f  the  bill  (H.  R.  7117)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  legislative  branch  for  the 
fis8|il  year  ending  June  30,  1956,  and  for 
othe^  purposes,  all  points  of  order  against 
the  bill  are  hereby  waived. 

Mr.  O'NEILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
urge  the\adoption  of  House  Resolution 
294  whichN.will  make  in  order  the  con¬ 
sideration  o^  the  bill  H.  R.  7117,  mak¬ 
ing  appropriations  for  the  legislative 
branch  for  the.  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1956,  and  fo^  other  purposes. 

House  Resoluthqn  294  would  waive 
points  of  order  agak^st  the  bill  and  that 
is  all  that  it  would  dc 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  thiiik  a  rundown  on 
the  figures  that  are  contained  in  this 
bill  would  be  helpful  and  interesting 
to  the  membership  of  thX  House.  In 
1955  the  total  appropriatioirun  this  bill 
was  $63,062,003.  The  budget  estimate  for 
this  year  was  for  $66,572,138  while  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  actually 
recommends  in  this  bill  the  sum  oin&66,- 
280,675  for  this  fiscal  year,  which  is 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

July  5, 1955 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 


AN  ACT 

To  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  (62 

4  Stat.  604 ) ,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows : 

5  (1)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 

6  words  “eight  years”  and  substituting  in  lieu  thereof  the 

7  words  “six  years”. 

8  (2)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  is  further  amended  by  adding 

9  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Provided,  however,  That 

10  any  person  who,  while  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions 

11  of  this  Act,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 
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religion  shall,  at  his  request,  be  entitled  to  a  discharge  in 
accordance  with  regulations  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense:  Provided  further,  That  a  student  preparing  for  the 
ministry  in  a  recognized  theological  or  divinity  school  shall 
not  be  required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  active  training  and 
service,  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
while  in  such  status :  Provided  further,  That  subject  to  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  concerned  any  person 
enlisting  in  the  Army  Deserve,  the  Naval  Deserve,  the 
Marine  Corps  Deserve,  the  Air  Force  Deserve,  or  the  Coast 
Guard  Deserve  for  a  period  of  six  years,  which  enlistments 
are  hereby  authorized,  must  agree  to  accept  active  duty  for  a 
period  of  two  years.  Following  completion  of  such  duty, 
he  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Deady  Deserve  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  time  spent  on  active  duty,  shall 
total  five  years,  providing  he  participates  satisfactorily/’. 

(3)  Subsection  6  (c)  is  amended  by  changing  the  des¬ 
ignation  of  present  clause  (B)  paragraph  (2)  to  clause 
(C) ,  and  inserting  new  clause  (B)  as  follows: 

“Until  July  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President  finds  that 
the,  authorized  strength  of  the  Deady  Deserve  of  the  Army 
Deserve,  Naval  Deserve,  Marine  Corps  Deserve,  Air  Force 
Deserve  or  Coast  Guard  Deserve  cannot  he  maintained  at 
the  strengths  deemed  sufficient  by  him,  he  may  authorize, 
under  such  regulations  as  may  he  prescribed  by  the  Secre- 
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tary  of  Defense,  which  regulations  shall  not  require  more 
than  six  months  active  duty  for  training,  that  volunteers  be 
accepted,  within  quotas  to  be  established  by  him  ( the  quotas 
not  to  exceed  a  total  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
persons  annually  for  such  reserve  components)  and  thereafter 
any  person  who  has  satisfactorily  completed  high  school  or 
has  reached  the  age  of  19  years  and  who  is  under  the  age  of 
20  years  may,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him  to 
report  for  induction,  volunteer  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval 
Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve  or  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  units  thereof,  and  such  persons  shall  be 
deferred  from  training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 
member  of  such  reserve  component  in  accordance  with  section 
2  of  this  Act.  Any  person  deferred  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section  shall  remain  liable  for  induction  until  attaining 
the  twenty-eight  anniversary  of  his  birth  if  he  ceases  to  satis¬ 
factorily  participate  in  such  reserve  components.” 

(4)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  graduation  persons  who 
successfully  complete  the  Army  ROTC,  Naval  ROTO,  or  Air 
Force  ROTC  course  or  the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders’ 
class  and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve  of 
the  appropriate  service.  Thereafter,  such  persons  in  excess  of 
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the  active  forces  requirements  existing  at  that  time,  shall  he 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  six  months 
with  the  service  in  which  commissioned.  Upon  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  such  active  duty  for  training  such  person  shall  be 
returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an  appropriate 
reserve  unit  for  the  remainder  of  the  military  obligation. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  develop  standards  and  regula¬ 
tions  to  require  satisfactory  participation  by  such  a  person. 
Failure  to  meet  these  standards  may  result  in  his  commission 
in  the  reserve  being  revoked." 

(5)  Add  new  subsection  6  (p)  as  follows: 

“Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  Act,  no 
person  who  is  honorably  discharged  upon  the  completion 
of  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  enlistment 
or  appointment  under  the  authority  of  subsection  (c) ,  para¬ 
graph  (2),  clause  (B)  of  this  section,  which  satisfactory 
service  includes  six  consecutive  months  of  active  duty  for 
training  performed  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection.  For 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  words  ‘active  duty  for  training’ 
mean  full-time  duty  in  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  for  training  purposes.  The  National  Secu- 
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rity  Training  Commission  shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  President,  as  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  while 
serving  on  active  duty  for  training  for  six  months  under 
this  subsection.  The  National  Security  Training  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  report  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  such  per¬ 
sons  annually  to  the  Congress.  The  advice  and  reports  ren¬ 
dered  by  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  reference  to  the  welfare 
of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with  respect  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  training  required.  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide 
for  the  selection  of  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
critical  defense-supporting  industries  and  research  who  may 
be  allowed,  notwithstanding  their  age  at  the  time  they 
are  ordered  to  report  for  induction,  to  fulfill  their  military 
obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  under  the 
terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  a  person  while  imdergoing  six  months’  active 
duty  for  training  provided  for  in  this  subsection  shall — 

“  (i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of  $50  a 
month,  as  well  as  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  inci¬ 
dent  thereto; 

H.  R.  7000 - 2 
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“  (ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  be  treated  as 
if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  four 
months)  ;  and 

“(in)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized  for 
reservists  by  Public  Law  108,  Eighty-first  Congress, 
approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201)  (for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  which  the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  shall 
be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval  or  military  service’ ) , 
except  that  he  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  sec¬ 
tion  621  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  the  automatic  indemnity  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951, 
as  amended,  shall  be  limited  to  thirty  days  after  sepa¬ 
ration  or  release  from  the  initial  six  months  of  active 
duty  training.” 

(6)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  defined  in  subsection  6  (p) 


23  '  of  this  Act  shall  be  entitled,  upon  application  for  reemploy- 
21  ment  within  sixty  days  after  (a)  release  following  satisfac- 
25  tory  completion  of  required  training  or  (b)  from  hospitali- 
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zation  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not  more  than 
six  months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided 
by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a 
position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall 
not  be  discharged  from  such  position  without  cause,  within 
six  months  after  such  restoration.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  208  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952  (Public  Law  476,  Eighty-second  Congress)  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows : 

(1)  Redesignating  subsections  (g) ,  (h) ,  and  (i)  as 
(h) ,  (i) ,  and  (j),  and  adding  a  new  subsection  (g)  as 
follows : 

“  (g)  Unless  otherwise  provided  by  law,  each  person 
inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Active  Forces  after 
July  27,  1953,  shall  upon  his  release  from  active  service 
become  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve.  Thereafter  such 
person  may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training 
or  inactive  duty  training  in  the  following  manner: 

“  ( 1 )  An  annual  minimum  of  forty-eight  assemblies 
for  drill;  or 

“  (2)  When  authorized  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
concerned,  other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
and  in  addition  to  either  (1)  or  (2)  above,  an  annual  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen  days.” 
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Whenever  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve, 
the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  the 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  elects  not  to  participate  in  any  of  the 
foregoing  procedures,  such  member  shall  be  offered  the 
alternative  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  thirty 
days  annually.  Any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
reserve  component  of  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve, 
and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  who  fails  through  refusal, 
when  able  to  perform  his  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above 
alternatives,  may  by  competent  authority  be  ordered  to  and 
required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training,  without  his 
consent,  for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  annually.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person  who  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953, 
will  not  be  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may  hereafter 
agree,  to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  in¬ 
active  duty  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

.  (2)  Section  208  (f)  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 

words  “upon  his  request”. 

(3)  Subsection  (j)  as  redesignated  is  amended  by 
deleting  (g)  where  it  appears  therein  and  substituting  (h) . 

(4)  Add  a  new  subsection  (k)  as  follows: 

“(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President, 
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each  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a 
system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 

“  (a)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization; 

“(h)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills ; 

“  (c)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing  crit¬ 
ical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  be¬ 
yond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  persons 
who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  overriding 
requirement ; 

“  (d)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  mili¬ 
tary  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participation 
in  combat ;  and 

“(e)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

(5)  Add  a  new  subsection  (1)  as  follows: 

“(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  he  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.’' 

Sec.  3.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  233 
(a)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  in  time 
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of  war,  or  of  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress, 
after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  members  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  only 
after  a  determination  of  availability  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service. 

Sec.  4.  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952  is  amended  by  striking  the  words  “one  million 
five  himdred  thousand”  and  inserting  the  words  “two 
million  nine  hundred  thousand”. 

Sec.  5.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 
be  maintained  in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 
duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 
January  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
on  the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces. 

Sec.  6.  Section  233  (b)  (1)  is  amended  by  deleting 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  adding  the  following: 
“in  excess  of  1,000,000  members  comprised  of  units  and 
members  thereof  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit 
organized  for  the  purposes  as  serving  as  such”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  July  1,  1955 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

.  Clerk 
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HIGHLIGHTS*  Senate  agreed  to  conference 
Senate  ormmittee  repcrted  reserve  forces 
report  on  public  works  appropriation  bill, 
livestock  loans  bill. 


ort  on  travel  expense  allowance  bill, 
1*  Both  Houses  agreed  to  conference 
use  agreed  to  Senate  amendment  cn 


SENATE 


.*  TRAVEL  ALLOWANCE.  Agreed  &o  the  conference  report  orkH.  R.  6295*  the  travel 
expense  allowance  bill, /which  generally  increases  maximum  subsistence  allow¬ 
ances  from  89  to  (>12, /hnd  maximum  mileage  allowances  from  I4  and  6  cents  to 
7  and  10  cents  (pp,  J692U-5)  ♦  This  bill  will  now  be  sentVto  the  President. 


2,  RESERVE  FORCES.  The  Armed  Serviryes  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R# 
7000,  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces  (S .  Rept.  8I4O)  (p, 
8916), 


3*  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Langer  inserted  a  James  Valley  (Edgeley,  NNyDak.) 

Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  resolution  favoring  the  proposed  Hells  \Canyon  Dam, 
and  opposing  the  Hoover  Commission  recommendations  regarding  REA  (p»\891l)* 

Ll..  WHEAT/  PR  ICE  SUPPORTS,  Sen.  Langer  inserted  resolutions  of  the  Mo  Ken  z  i  e\  ( N  •  Dak ,) 
Cophty  Farmers  Union  favoring  90  percent  of  parity  for  basic  commodities Npna 
a/wo-prioe  plan  for  wheat  (pp#  8911-2). 

WATER  RESOURCES,  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R«  3990,  to  authorise  t ho 
/  Interior  Department  to  investigate  and  report  to  Congress  on  the  water  re- 
/  sources  in  Alaska  (p#  89^4.8).  House  conferees  were  appointed  July  11. 


-2- 


6.  BONDING  EMPLOYEES.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  1+778#  to  provide  for  the  purchase 


of  bonds  to  cover  officers  and  employees  of  the  Government  (p*  8951)* 


bill  authorizes  the  heads  of  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government/to 
purchase  bonds  for  officers  and  employees  out  of  appropriated  funds. 


7.  NOMINATION^  Received  the  nomination  of  Marion  B.  Folsom,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (p*  8962)0 


S.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Sena  Clements  announced  that  the  military  ^reserve  bill 
will  be  considered  today  and  that  it  is  hoped  the  defense  promotion  bill 
will  be  considered  next  Tuesday  (p»  895U)* 


HOUSE 


9.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  6766, 
the  public  works  appropriation  bill,  which  provides  funds  for  the  AEC,  the 
TVA,  certain  functions  of  the  Interior  Department,  and  civil  functions  of  the 
Army  (op,  8971-3,  8920-1+8),  The  House  receded  from  its  disagreement  to  pro¬ 
visions  establishing  a  GS-17  position  for  the  Budget  and  Finance  Officer  in 
the  Interior  Department  and  for  the  Program  Chief  in  the  Corps  of  Engineers; 
and  receded  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amount  of  funds  for  the  Lords  and 
Clark  Irrigation  District  and  the  Buford-Trenton  Irrigation  District,  This 
bill  is  now  ready  for  the  President. 

Both  Houses  received  a  message  from  the  President  on  his  approval  of 
H.  R.  60I+2,  the  Defense  Department  Appropriation  bill,  in  which  he  states 
that  he  will  disregard  a  provision  in.  the  bill  prohibiting  the  Defense  Secre¬ 
tary  from  liquidating  functions  performed  by  civilian  agencies  within  the 
Department  which  could  be  done  by  private  industr  .  The  ^resident  also  an- 


L 


nounced  his  dissatisfaction  with  a  provision  “virtually**  precluding  the  “ser¬ 


vices  from  considering  the  purchase  of  foreign  made  spun  silk  yarn  for  car¬ 
tridge  cloth. "  (Ho  Doc.  218) (pp.  8953,  8996-7#  9005-6.) 


10.  ROADS.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S.  lfr£L| ,  authorizing  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  acquire  certain  right s -of -way  and  timber  access  roads 

(p.  8973). 


11.  LOANS.  Agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment  to  H.  R.  l+915j\to  extend  the  period  for 
emergency  assistance  to  farmers  and  stockmen  (p.  9002''1«  This  bill  will  now 
be  sent  to  the  .resident. 


12.  COMMODITY  EXCHANGES,  Both  Houses  received  a  USDA  draft  of  proposed  legislation 
to  amend  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act  to  require  contract  market  to  permit 
delivery  of  commodities,  under  futures  contracts,  at  delivery  points  and  loca¬ 
tional  price  differentials  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  qf  Agriculture; 
referred  to  the  House  Agriculture  and  the  Senate  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
Committees  (pp.  89IO,  9007). 


FOREST 

1 3 «/L>iNDS .  Both  Houses  received  a  USDA  draft  of  proposed  legislation  t 


w  authorize 

the  interchange  of  forest  lands  between  the  Departments  of  Agriculture  and 
Defense;  referred  to  the  House  Agriculture  and  the  Senate  Agriculture 
Forestry  Committees  (pp.  89IO,  9007). 

The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  the  following  'bills : 
S.  72,  to  provide  that  certain  lands  aoruired  by  the  U.  S.  shall  be  admin^ 
tered  by  the  Agriculture  Seoretary  as  national  forest  lands  (H.  Reot.  1169,, 

H.  R.  37 U#  to  authorize  the  adjustment  and  clarification  of  ownership  to  cer^ 
tain  lands  within  the  Stanislaus  National  Forest  (H.  Rejit.  H70);  and  with 
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PROVIDING  FOR  STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE 

FORCES 


July  13,  1955. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Russell,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  7000] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  7000),  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably 
thereon  with  an  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill  as  amended 
do  pass. 

Purpose  of  the  Bill 

The  bill  proposes  certain  measures  designed  to  improve  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

The  committee  would  emphasize  at  the  outset  that  this  bill  in  no 
sense  purports  to  be  an  extensive  overhaul  of  existing  programs  and 
policies  relating  to  and  governing  the  present  Reserve  structure.  As  is 
|  pointed  out  below,  the  bill  is  a  limited  version  of  the  more  compre¬ 
hensive  plan  which  the  President  submitted  to  the  Congress  following 
his  January  15  message  relating  to  the  military  security  of  the  United 
States,  but  it  does  accomplish  certain  objectives  which  are  necessary 
to  the  continued  improvement  of  the  Nation’s  military  Reserve. 

The  National  Reserve  Plan 
The  -plan  in  its  original  form 

The  National  Reserve  Plan  originally  approved  by  the  President, 
and  developed  under  the  able  and  vigorous  direction  of  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  Burgess,  had  three  concepts  which  the  committee 
would  commend  to  the  Senate  as  being  effective,  as  well  as  consistent 
with  past  Senate  action  on  legislation  relating  to  the  military  Reserve. 

First,  the  plan  made  specific  provision  for  what  is  in  reality  the 
crux  of  the  problem — a  program  whereby  adequate  numbers  ot  trained 
non-prior-service  men  would  be  channeled  into  the  active  units  ot 
the  Reserve  and  into  the  provisional  units  which  furnish  individual 
filler  and  loss  replacements.  As  proposed,  this  was  a  voluntary 
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program,  but  in  case  adequate  numbers  were  not  forthcoming  on  a 
voluntary  basis,  induction  directly  into  the  Reserve  with  6  months 
of  active  duty  for  training  was  provided  for. 

Second,  the  plan  provided  for  increasing  the  level  of  training  of  the 
National  Guard  by  extending  to  that  component  the  program  for 
6  months  of  training  for  persons  enlisting  in  the  guard. 

Third,  the  plan  provided  for  the  organization  of  cadres  of  State 
militia  as  a  nucleus  for  units  needed  for  local  defense  in  time  of 
attack  or  disaster. 

The  foregoing  points  were  fully  incorporated  in  H.  R.  2967,  the 
original  version  of  the  President’s  National  Reserve  Plan. 

Subsequent  changes  to  the  original  plan 

Before  proceeding  with  an  outline  of  the  changes  subsequently 
made  in  the  President’s  original  plan,  it  is  again  emphasized  that  the 
original  plan  went  a  very  long  way  toward  achieving  a  traditional 
Senate  goal — the  providing  of  a  flow  of  trained  non-prior-service  men  , 
into  the  Reserve  units  so  that  such  trained  men,  along  with  a  nucleus! 
of  trained  prior-service  men  serving  on  a  voluntary  basis,  will  carry 
the  burden  of  the  Active  Reserve,  leaving  to  other  prior-service  men 
only  their  basic  obligation  of  liability  for  mobilization  assignment 
and  recall  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency. 

The  original  legislation  was  rewritten  three  times  during  its  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  House  and,  in  its  final  form,  was  enacted  by  the 
House  as  H.  R.  7000.  Each  successive  version  of  the  bill  deviated 
further  from  the  original  concept  reflected  in  the  President’s  National 
Reserve  plan. 

The  basic  difference  in  the  pending  bill  from  the  President’s  original 
recommendation  is  that  compulsion  to  achieve  Reserve  goals  is  applied 
only  to  prior-service  men,  who  in  effect  have  already  been  once  subject 
to  compulsion.  There  is  no  compulsion  in  the  program  of  securing 
trained  non-prior-service  men  for  the  Reserve  components  in  the  form 
of  compelling  men  who  have  never  served  to  enter  the  Reserve,  with 
a  period  of  6  months  of  active  duty  for  training  to  be  followed  by  a 
period  of  service  in  the  Active  Reserve. 

Major  changes  made  by  the  committee 

In  an  attempt  to  reconcile  the  divergent  points  of  view  with  ai 
maximum  of  equity  for  all,  the  committee  made  an  important  change^ 
in  the  liability  for  praticipation  in  Reserve  training  activities  as 
imposed  upon  prior-service  men  by  the  House  bill. 

Under  the  House  version,  the  Ready  Reserve  was  given  a  training 
requirement  of  48  assemblies  for  drill  or  training  annually,  with 
approximately  2  weeks  of  active  duty  substantially  as  now  required 
by  the  National  Guard.  As  an  alternative,  an  individual  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  could  take  30  days  of  active  duty  for  training  annually 
and,  in  case  of  failure  to  participate  in  either  of  these  alternatives, 
the  individual  could  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period 
of  45  days. 

Persons  who  entered  the  service  subsequent  to  July  27,  1953,  were 
made  liable  for  this  obligation  by  the  House  bill. 

The  committee  felt  that  there  was  widespread  misunderstanding 
among  enlisted  personnel  now  on  active  duty  as  to  their  liability,  or 
obligation,  actually  to  participate  in  48  drills  annually,  plus  2  weeks 
of  active  duty  on  their  return  to  civil  life  upon  completion  of  their 
active  service.  Also,  the  45-day  period  of  active  duty  for  training 
was  a  new  approach. 
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To  insure  that  all  men  entering  on  active  duty  would  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  clearly  to  understand  their  liability  to  this  very  appreciable 
requirement  before  they  enter  service,  instead  of  after,  the  Senate 
version  of  the  bill  provides  that  it  shall  be  applicable  only  to  those 
entering  the  Active  Forces  on,  or  after,  a  date  which  shall  be  30  days 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  bill. 

As  an  inducement  to  provide  trained  men  for  the  Reserve  during  the 
interim,  before  those  who  hereafter  enter  on  active  duty  complete 
their  period  of  service,  the  bill  provides  a  2-year  program  for  paying 
to  prior-service  men  a  bonus  for  enlistment  in  combat-  and  combat- 
support-type  units  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve.  The 
bonus  is  two-thirds  of  that  payable  to  an  individual  of  like  rank  or 
grade  enlisting  in  the  regular  forces. 

Necessity  for  A  Strong  Reserve 

|  No  effort  will  be  made  in  this  report  to  emphasize  the  necessity  for  a 
strong  and  available  Reserve.  This  has  been  emphasized  by  the 
committee  on  repeated  previous  occasions  and  supported  on  each 
occasion  by  the  Senate.  Additionally,  spokesmen  from  practically 
all  levels  of  the  administration  have  repeatedly  emphasized  the  point, 
especially  during  recent  weeks. 

It  is  pointed  out  that  the  administration  recommends  that  the 
Ready  Reserve  be  raised  to  a  strength  of  2.9  million.  Testimony 
presented  to  the  committee  indicated  that  this  requirement  was  based 
upon  strategic  plans  and  concepts  approved  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  and  by  the  various  services.  A  tabulation  showing  the  ultimate 
strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  as  of  July  1,  1959,  appears  below. 


Projected  Ready  Reserve  under  the  national  Reserve  plan,  by  training  status,  June 

SO,  1956-59 

[In  thousands] 


Service 

June  30 

1956 

1957 

1958 

1959 

Department  of  Defense,  total _ _  _. _ 

1, 563 

1,936 

2, 218 

2,563 

Pay  drill _  _ 

1,030 

1,239 

1.445 

1,  716 

Annual  only.  .  ......  .....  ...  .  ...  ..  . 

57 

291 

316 

340 

No  drill... . . 

476 

400 

457 

507 

Army,  total . .  ..  ..  .  ..  .  ..  _  .  .. 

929 

1,089 

1,  250 

1,  482 

Pav  drill _  _ _ _ _  _ 

065 

805 

946 

1, 158 

Annual  only . . . . . . . 

29 

49 

69 

89 

No  drill.. .  ..  . . . 

235 

235 

235 

235 

Navy,  total..  . . . . . . . . . . . 

313 

380 

452 

531 

Pay  drill _  _  _ _ _ _ 

171 

181 

194 

205 

Annual  only . . . .  . . . . 

20 

28 

36 

54 

No  drill _ _ _ _ _ _ 

122 

171 

222 

272 

Marine  Corps,  total _ _  _ _ _ 

174 

210 

243 

245 

Pay  drill.. _ _ _ _ 

51 

60 

70 

81 

Annual  only. . . . .  ._  _ _  _ 

4 

150 

173 

164 

119 

Air  Force,  total _ _ _ 

147 

257 

273 

305 

Pay -drill _  _ _ _ 

143 

193 

235 

272 

Annual  only . . .  . . 

4 

64 

38 

33 

No  drill  .  .  .  _ 
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Major  Features  of  the  Bill 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  considerable  rearrangement  of  the  text  of 
the  House  bill  was  deemed  necessary  by  the  committee,  the  Senate 
amendment  takes  the  form  of  striking  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
of  the  House  bill  and  inserting  new  language.  For  the  benefit  of 
those  interested  in  the  changes  made  by  the  Senate,  the  major  features 
of  both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  are  discussed 
concurrently  below; 

1 .  Retaining  the  8-year  service  obligation 

Under  present  law  persons  who  entered  the  Armed  Forces  sub¬ 
sequent  to  June  19,  1951,  are  required  to  serve  on  active  service,  and 
in  a  Reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  8  years.  Any  combina¬ 
tion  of  active  service  plus  Reserve  participation  which  equals  5  years 
permits  the  individual  to  be  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

The  House  bill  reduced  the  total  military  obligation  from  8  years  M 
to  6  years.  The  Senate  amendment  retains  the  8-year  obligation* 
because  of  the  fact  that  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  in¬ 
dividuals  in  the  age  groups  concerned  would  undoubtedly  be  needed 
for  fidl  mobilization,  and  any  peacetime  reduction  of  their  total 
military  liability  creates  the  illusion  that  they  are  not  liable  for  active 
duty  in  time  of  future  war  or  national  emergency.  Furthermore,  the 
last  2  years  of  Reserve  service  of  persons  who  have  served  on  active 
duty  are  normally  in  the  Standby  Reserve,  with  no  training  require¬ 
ment;  so  as  a  result,  the  reduction  proposed  by  the  House  bill  has 
no  real  meaning  insofar  as  the  individual  serviceman  is  concerned. 

2.  Authorization  for  direct  enlistment  in  Reserve  components  ( other  than 

the  guard)  and  incentives  for  acceptance  of  a  prescribed  period  of 
active  duty  for  training 

House  bill. — The  House  bill  provides  that  until  July  1,  1959,  certain 
individuals  may  be  enlisted  directly  in  Reserve  components  (other 
than  the  guard),  within  prescribed  quotas,  whenever  the  President 
finds  that  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  such 
components  cannot  be  maintained  at  levels  deemed  sufficient  by  him. 
While  serving  satisfactorily  under  such  enlistment  any  such  person^ 
will  be  deferred  from  induction.  Satisfactory  service  requires  the^ 
performance  annually  of  48  drill's  or  equivalent  training  periods  and 
active  duty  for  training  for  not  more  than  17  days. 

As  an  inducement  to  undertake  a  period  for  active  duty  for  training, 
however,  an  individual  who  serves  8  years  under  such  an  enlistment 
shall  be  exempt  from  induction,  provided  he  shall  have  completed  a 
period  of  active  duty  for  training,  which  period  is  prescribed  as  “not 
to  exceed  6  months.”  The  House  bill  does  not  affirmatively  require 
that  such  enlistments  shall  be  made  for  a  term  of  8  years,  nor  that 
those  enlisting  shall  be  required  to  take  the  active  duty  for  training. 
The  Defense  Department  testified,  however,  that  it  did  not  plan  to 
permit  any  direct  enlistments  in  the  Reserve  components  (other  than 
the  guard)  without  an  agreement  to  perform  this  period  of  active 
duty  for  training. 

The  House  bill  also  provides  that  a  person  who  enlists  in  the  Reserve 
(except  the  guard)  for  a  period  of  6  years  shall  agree  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  a  period  of  2  years  and  upon  the  performance  of  such  active 
duty  may  reduce  his  Ready  Reserve  service  to  a  period  which  when 
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added  to  the  time  spent  on  active  duty  totals  5  years.  This  is  a  new 
statutory  authorty,  but  the  practice  has  been  in  effect  in  the  Navy 
and  in  the  Ah  Force  for  a  very  appreciable  period  of  time. 

Senate  amendment. — The  Senate  amendment  also  provides  three 
distinct  programs  for  enlistment  in  the  Reserve  components,  but  spells 
out  more  particularly  what  happens  as  a  result  of  the  election  or  the 
nonelection  on  the  part  of  the  individual  to  accept  a  period  of  active 
duty  for  training. 

The  first  program  provides  that  individuals  may  be  enlisted  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  any  Reserve  component  (other  than  the  guard) 
under  conditions  which  are  identical  to  those  now  obtaining  with 
respect  to  the  guard,  that  is  to  say,  an  individual  who  has  not  yet 
attained  age  1 8%  may,  if  qualified  and  accepted,  enlist  in  the  Reserve 
components  (other  than  the  guard)  and  if  he  serves  satisfactorily 
under  such  enlistment  he  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  until  he 
attains  age  28. 

.  The  second  program  authorizes  individuals  who  have  not  yet  at- 
I  tained  age  20  to  enlist  directly  in  units  of  the  Reserve  components 
(other  than  the  guard)  for  a  period  of  8  years.  However,  persons  so 
enlisted  will  be  required  to  perform  an  initial  period  of  active  duty  for 
training  for  not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6  months,  and  thereafter 
to  satisfactorily  perform  training  duty  similar  to  that  now  required  of 
the  guard. 

The  third  program  for  direct  enlistment  in  the  Reserve  components 
(other  than  the  guard)  provided  by  the  Senate  amendment  authorizes 
an  individual  to  enlist  for  8  yeais  with  the  understanding  that  he  will 
perform  2  years  of  active  service  and  upon  the  completion  of  such 
active  service  his  status  will  be  the  same  as  that  of  any  other  person 
who  has  served  that  period  of  time.  This  program  is  identical  with 
that  provided  in  the  House  bill  except  that  the  enlistment  is  for  a 
period  of  8  years  instead  of  6  years. 

3.  Compulsory  participation  of  prior-service  men  in  Reserve  training 
programs  ( other  than  the  guard) 

The  House  bill  provides  that  persons  who  enter  the  active  military 
service  subsequent  to  July  27,  1953,  shall  be  liable  to  participate  in 
Ready  Reserve  training  programs.  That  is  to  say,  an  individual  who 
)  has  completed  2  years  of  active  service  in  the  Army  may,  upon  his 
return  to  his  home  upon  the  completion  of  his  active  service,  be 
required  to  participate  in  armory  drills  and  summer  encampments  of 
a  local  Reserve  organization  if  his  services  are  required.  An  individ¬ 
ual  returning  from  a  4-year  enlistment  in  the  Navy  and  Air  Force 
would  have  a  similar  obligation,  but  only  for  a  period  of  1  year. 

The  Senate  amendment  imposes  this  obligation  only  with  respect 
to  persons  who  enter  the  active  military  service  on  and  after  a  date 
which  is  30  days  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  legislation. 
As  an  interim  program  to  assist  in  meeting  the  requirements  of  the 
combat  units  of  the  Army  and  Marine  Corps  Reserve  for  a  nucleus 
of  trained  prior-service  men,  the  Senate  amendment  provides,  for  a 
period  of  2  years,  an  incentive  in  the  form  of  an  enlistment  bonus 
payable  to  qualified  prior-service  men  who  are  accepted  for  enlistment 
or  appointment  in  these  combat  units.  The  amount  of  the  bonus  is 
to  be  two-thirds  of  that  paid  to  persons  of  similar  grade  reenlisting 
for  the  regular  services,  and  is  limited  to  the  numbers  specifically 
appropriated  for  by  the  Congress. 


6  PROVIDING  FOR  STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE  FORCES 

Jt .  Minimum  training  requirements  of  the  Ready  Reserve 

For  a  ere  at  many  years  members  of  the  National  Guard  and  the 
Air  National  Guard  have  had  a  statutory  requirement  to  perform  48 
drills  annually  and  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  14  days. 

The  Ready  Reserve,  however,  has  never  had  a  specific  statutory 
requirement  setting  forth  the  minimum  amount  of  training  which  its 
members  must  undergo  in  order  to  be  deemed  to  be  satisfactorily 
participating  in  the  program. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  establish  for  the 
Ready  Reserve  a  requirement  that,  except  as  specifically  provided  by 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  all  other  members 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall  be  required  to  participate  in  .not  less  than 
48  scheduled  drills  or  training  periods  annually,  and  to  perform  not 
to  exceed  17  days  of  active  duty  for  training.  As  an  alternative,  an 
individual  who  cannot  attend  weekly  drills  may  meet  the  requirement 
by  performing  a  30-day  period  of  active  duty  for  training. 

In  the  event  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  fail  satisfactorily  to 
perform  their  duties,  they  may  be  ordered  to  perform  active-duty 
training  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  45  days.  As  an  alternative, 
an  individual  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  who  would  otherwise 
be  liable  for  induction  may  be  discharged,  and  shall  then  be  given 
priority  above  all  other  registrants  for  induction  for  a  period  of  2  years 
of  active  service. 

5.  Size  of  the  Ready  Reserve ;  up  to  1  million  Ready  Reseriists  may  be 

ordered  to  duty  by  the  President 

In  both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  the  size  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  is  increased  from  1.5  to  2.9  million  and  of  this  number, 
not  to  exceed  1  million,  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  by  the  President 
during  a  national  emergency  declared  by  the  President. 

6.  Increasing  the  level  of  training  of  the  National  Guard 

Since  1948,  the  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  have 
had  authority  to  accept  enlistments  from  persons  who  have  not  yet 
attained  age  18%.  Although  this  program  has  been  a  major  factor 
in  enabling  the  guard  to  attract  a  larger  number  of  enlisted  men  on  a 
participating  basis  than  all  other  Reserve  components  combined,  it 
lias  the  serious  disadvantage  of  not  providing  enlisted  men  who  have 
had  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training. 

Under  existing  law,  the  liability  for  induction  of  the  guardsman 
who  enlisted  prior  to  attaining  age  18%  runs  to  age  28.  The  Senate 
amendment  provides  that  such  liability  shall  be  reduced  to  a  total 
period  of  8  years  of  service  in  case  the  individual  perform  a  period  of 
active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than  3  months. 

7.  Continuous  screening  of  the  Ready  Reserve 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  spell  out  a  program 
whereby  the  Ready  Reserve  will  be  subject  to  continuous  screening 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President  so  that  each  armed  force 
may  remove  from  its  Ready  Reserve  rosters  personnel  who  would  not 
be  available  if  mobilization  became  necessary. 
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8.  Graduates  of  certain  officer-training  courses  are  to  receive  commissions 

and  active  duty  for  training  upon  graduation 
Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  provide  that 
qualified  graduates  of  officer- training  courses  referred  to  in  the  Univer¬ 
sal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be  given  their  commissions 
upon  graduation  and,  if  such  graduates  are  not  actually  required  for 
active  duty  for  service,  they  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  as  officers 
for  training  for  a  period  of  6  months.  Following  this  training  period, 
they  shall  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  participate  in  the  required 
training  program. 

9.  Ministers  and  ministerial  students 

Under  present  law  regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  or  ministerial 
students  are  exempt  from  service  but  not  from  registration. 

Both  bills  extend  this  concept  to  apply  to  Reserve  service  as  well. 
Ministers  who  are  in  the  Reserve  shall  be  entitled  to  a  discharge  upon 
their  request;  reservists  who  are  divinity  students  are  not  to  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  service  or  training  while  attending 
theological  schools. 

10.  Role  of  Selective  Service  System  in  ordering  members  of  the  Standby 

Reserve  to  active  duty 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  specify  that 
members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  only 
after  a  determination  of  their  availability  has  been  made  by  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service. 

Views  of  Selected  Government  and  Non-Government 
Witnesses  Appearing  Before  the  Committee 

The  following  extracts  attempt  to  summarize  testimony  given  to 
the  committee  by  representatives  of  major  groups  and  organizations 
and  by  the  administrative  branch  of  the  Government. 

Hon.  E.  Keith  Thomson,  Representative  at  Large  in  Congress  from  the 
State  of  Wyoming 

Congressman  Thomson  testified  in  favor  of  II .  R.  7000  and  of 
requiring  that  enlistees  in  the  6-months’  program  should  complete 
high  school,  or  reach  19  years  of  age,  or  be  under  20  years  of  age. 

American  Council  on  Education 

Mr.  Raymond  Walters,  president  of  the  University  of  Cincinnati, 
presented  the  views  of  the  council’s  committee  on  relationships  of 
higher  education  to  the  Federal  Government.  The  council  endorsed 

11.  R.  7000,  particularly  the  following  features:  that  enlistment  in  the 
6-months’  program  is  entirely  voluntary;  that  procedures  are  author¬ 
ized  to  protect  critical  manpower  needs;  that  screening  from  the 
Ready  Reserve  into  the  Standby  Reserve  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President  rather  than  the  Secretary  of 
Defense;  that  the  program  is  initially  authorized  for  only  4  years; 
that  Reserve  service  may  be  for  30  days  annually  rather  than  48 
weekly  drills;  tliA  Standby  reservists  are  to  be  recalled  to  active  duty 
through  the  selective-service  system ;  and  that  the  ROTC  is  empha¬ 
sized  as  an  important  part  of  the  Reserve  program. 
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American  Federation  of  Labor 

Mr.  George  D.  Ililey,  member,  national  legislative  committee, 
testified  that  "the  A.  F.  of  L.  endorses  the  basic  objectives  of  this 
legislation  as  necessary  to  strengthen  the  Nation’s  defense  forces.” 
Stating  that  H.  R.  7000  is  a  great  improvement  over  its  original  form, 
Mr.  Riley  commented  favorably  on  the  following  features  of  the  bill. 
It  provides  for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  reservists  as  well  as 
Reserve  activities;  it  reduces  the  8-year  military  obligation  to  6  years; 
it  will  bring  younger  men  into  active  Reserve  training;  and  it  makes 
the  6-months’  program  purely  voluntary.  Furthermore,  the  original 
compulsion  of  giving  a  less-than-honorable  discharge  has  been  deleted 
from  the  bill  in  favor  of  the  45  days  of  annual  training;  screening  of 
Ready  reservists  into  the  Standby  Reserve  is  provided  for;  and  the 
bill  as  it  stands  is  not  universal  military  training  to  which  the  A.  F.  of 
L.  has  always  been  opposed — indeed,  “the  basic  purpose  of  this 
legislation  is  quite  different  from  UMT.” 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers 

Mr.  Edmund  Claxton,  chairman  of  the  association’s  subcommittee 
on  manpower  of  the  committee  on  research,  testified  regarding  the 
scientific  and  engineering  manpower  problem  as  it  relates  to  the 
national  defense.  H.  R.  7000  was  endorsed  by  the  association  because 
of  its  contribution  to  this  problem  in  two  respects:  (1)  the  bill  provides 
that  Standby  reservists  will  be  subject  to  recall  through  the  Selective 
Service  System;  and  (2)  provision  is  made  for  the  continuous  screening 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President. 

Engineers  Joint  Council  and  the  Scientific  Manpower  Commission 

Mr.  Maynard  M.  Boring,  Chairman  of  the  Engineering  Manpower 
Commission,  testified  that  H.  R.  7000  “provides  the  necessary  legis¬ 
lative  framework  for  effective  use  of  our  highly  competent  young 
engineers  and  scientists.  From  the  point  of  view  of  the  relation  of 
technologists  of  military  age  to  national  security,  this  is  the  best  legis¬ 
lation  of  its  kind  ever  considered  by  the  Congress.”  These  organiza¬ 
tions  stated  their  emphatic  support  of  the  bill  because  of  the  following 
strong  provisions:  that  it  makes  a  definite  mobilization  plan  possible; 
that  the  6  months’  training  program  is  on  a  voluntary  basis;  that 
provision  is  made  for  constant  screening  of  the  Ready  Reserve  with 
due  regard  for  critical  skills;  that  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve 
would  be  called  through  a  process  of  selection;  that  the  President  is 
given  authority  to  establish  quotas  which  permit  persons  with 
critical  skills  to  participate  in  the  6  months’  program;  and  that  the 
legislation  permits  the  retention  of  the  ROTC  program  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  providing  Reserve  officers. 

National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers 

Mr.  Paul  H.  Robbins,  executive  director,  offered  testimony  con¬ 
cerning  the  relationship  of  the  professional  engineers  of  the  Nation  to 
the  total  national  defense,  particularly  as  it  involves  the  achievement 
of  a  balance  between  military  needs  for  manpower  and  specialized 
technical  manpower  requirements  of  industry.  The  society  expressed 
its  approval  of  three  provisions  in  H.  R.  7000  which  have  “the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  a  reasonable  degree  of  flexibility  to  permit  improvements 
through  administration  and  by  Executive  order  of  the  President.” 
These  provisions  are  (1)  that  the  President  may  prescribe  regulations 
concerning  the  selection  of  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
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critical  defense-supporting  industries  and  research  so  that  they  may 
fulfill  their  military  obligation  in  the  6-months’  active  duty  program, 
followed  by  7}{  years  of  Reserve  service;  (2)  that  a  screening  process 
is  provided  whereby  Ready  reservists  can  be  transferred  to  the 
Standby  Reserve;  and  (3)  that  Standby  reservists  may  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  “only  after  a  determination  of  availability  by  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service.” 

Radio-Electronics- Television  Manufacturers  Association 
Mr.  James  Secrest,  executive  vice  president,  endorsed  the  legislative 
provision  of  H.  R.  7000  which  contributes  toward  a  solution  of  the 
problem  of  the  shortage  of  technical  and  scientific  personnel.  The 
particular  feature  of  the  legislation  which  meets  the  approval  of  the 
association’s  manpower  committee  is  that  which  provides  that  persons 
with  critical  skills  who  are  engaged  in  critical  defense-supporting 
industries  and  research  may  be  allowed  to  enlist  in  the  6-month 
Reserve  program  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President. 

The  American  Legion 

Mr.  Seaborn  P.  Collins,  national  commander  of  the  American 
Legion,  urged  immediate  committee  and  Senate  approval  of  H.  R. 
7000,  stating  that — 

this  bill  is  one  of  the  most  important  pieces  of  legislation  ever  to  come  before  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  We  believe  it  is  our  responsibility  as  well  as  our 
privilege  to  do  everything  possible  to  secure  enactment  of  this  essential  program. 

National  Farmers  Union 

Mr.  James  G.  Patton,  president  of  the  National  Farmers  Union, 
urged  delay  in  action  on  H.  R.  7000  until  further  study  had  been  made 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  to  correct  the  difficulties  of  the  present 
Reserve  system.  Opposing  a  compulsory  Reserve,  the  union  came  out 
for  voluntaiy  Ready  Reserves  which  could  be  strengthened  by  more 
effective  programs,  improved  training  facilities,  and  increased  pay  for 
volunteer  duty. 

The  National  Guard  Association  of  the  United  States 
Maj.  Gen.  Ellard  A.  Walsh,  president,  expressed  the  “hope  that 
H.  R.  7000,  or  a  version  thereof,  will  prove  beneficial  for  the  other 
Reserve  components.”  Pointing  out  that  “inasmuch  as  the  bill  does 
not  pertain  in  any  way  to  either  the  Army  or  Air  National  Guard,” 
General  Walsh  testified  that  the  guard  had  been  able  to  build  up  its 
organization,  strength,  and  training  under  the  provisions  of  existing 
laws,  and  had  “submitted  again  and  again  that  we  are  well  satisfied 
with  these  existing  provisions  of  law  and  do  not  desire  any  significant 
changes.”  After  giving  the  facts  and  figures  on  present  guard 
strength,  attention  was  called  to  fact  that  the  Army  and  Air  National 
Guard  already  operate  on  a  minimum  basis  of  48  armory  drills  and  15 
days  of  field  training  annually,  and  that  they  perform  6  days  of  week¬ 
end  training  as  well  as  additional  training  without  compensation. 
General  Walsh  indicated  that  the  Congress  had  been  generous  in  its 
appropriations  for  the  guard,  but  that— 

if  the  Congress  desires  that  the  Army  and  Air  National  Guard  develop  to  a 
greater  degree  and  more  rapidly  all  that  is  necessary  is  for  the  Congress  to  so 
determine  and  provide  the  money  necessary  for  such  increased  strengths  and  the 
facilities  and  installations  which  will  be  required. 

S.  Rept.  840,  84-1 - 2 
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As  far  as  basic  training  is  concerned,  this  problem  has  been  solved 
for  the  Air  National  Guard,  and  consideration  can  be  given  by  Con¬ 
gress  at  a  later  time  for  the  establishment  of  a  basic  training  system 
for  the  Army  National  Guard.  A  recommendation  will  be  made  at  a 
later  date  for  an  8-week  basic  training  program  to  be  established  in 
each  State  or  group  of  States. 

Reserve  Officers  Association 

Col.  C.  M.  Boyer,  executive  director,  testified  that  the  purposes 
of  H.  R.  7000  meet  the  basic  requirements  that  the  association  con¬ 
siders  essential  loi  a  strong  and  well- trained  Reserve.  The  association 
finds  this  bill — 

in  many  ways  much  more  acceptable  *  *  *  than  some  of  the  earlier  bills  that 
were  offered.  We  are  particularly  delighted  that  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  is  being  amended  only  to  a  minor  degree  and  that  the  amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  are  relatively  few  and  easily  under¬ 
stood. 

Veterans  oj  Foreign  1 1  Tars  oj  the  United  States 
Mr.  Adin  M.  Downer,  legislative  counsel,  testifying  for  the  VFW, 
endorsed  H.  R.  7000  because  the  Nation  needs  a  Reserve  force,  the 
Reserves  should  be  trained,  and  they  should  be  composed  largely  of 
nonveterans  who  have  not  performed  active  service.  Mr.  Downer 
presented  a  public  opinion  poll,  conducted  on  the  question  of  universal 
military  training,  “which  is  far  more  expansive  than  the  program  now 
under  consideration.”  The  results  indicated  public  support  for  na¬ 
tional  security  training,  and  the  VFW  concluded  that — 

if  the  polls  had  been  taken  on  the  question  of  a  Reserve  Forces  training  program 
the  support  would  be  much  greater  and  the  opposition  almost  negligible. 

Disabled  American  Veterans 

Mr.  Charles  E.  Foster,  assistant  national  director  of  legislation, 
represented  the  DAY  which  gave  its  full  support  and  endorsement  to 
the  provisions  of  H.  R.  7000.  Mr.  Foster  brought  out  that  the  bill 
does  not  embody  the  universal  military  training  concept  because  it 
does  not  have  “universal  features.”  The  DAV  particularly  approved 
the  provision  whereby  a  reservist  could  be  recalled  to  active  duty 
for  45  days  if  he  neglected  his  obligation  for  reserve  training. 

Jewish  B  ar  Veterans  o  f  the  United  States  oj  America 

Mr.  Bernard  Weitzer,  national  legislative  director,  testified  in  favor 
of  a  trained  and  Ready  Reserve  to  supplement  the  regular  Armed 
Forces.  He  emphasized  that 

A  combat  Ready  Reserve  Force  such  a,s  can  be  expected  from  this  program  will 
protect  us  from  the  cruel  injustice  which  we  saw  in  sending  nearly  a  million 
veterans  of  World  War  II  into  our  Armed  Forces  during  the  Korean  fighting. 

AMVETS 

Mr.  Raymond  Winterbottom,  assistant  legislative  director  of 
AMVETS,  testified  that  H.  R.  7000  would  be  a  good  step  in  the 
direction  of  attaining  the  objective  of  a  strengthened,  trained  Reserve 
Force.  Endorsing  wholeheartedly  the  broad  principles  contained  in 
the  bill,  Mr.  Winterbottom  said: 

We  will  support  this  or  any  other  measure  reported  by  this  committee  that 
provides  a  strong  citizen  army  made  up  of  minutemen  ready  to  go  into  emergency 
situations  at  a  moment’s  notice;  that  recognizes  equality  of  sacrifice  among  all 
segments  of  the  American  population  when  the  call  to  serve  is  made  and  finally 
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recognizes  the  impropriety  of  calling  the  same  young  man  twice  or  three  times  in  a 
decade  while  other  young  men  never  have  either  the  obligation  or  the  opportunity 
to  serve.  We  therefore  respectfully  urge  that  H.  R.  7000  or  a  similar  measure 
be  reported  by  this  committee  without  further  delay. 

Association  oj  Land-Grant  Colleges  and  Universities 

A  statement  was  submitted  by  Mr.  C.  Clement  French,  president, 
State  College  of  Washington,  Pullman,  Wash.,  who  is  also  chairman 
of  the  committee  on  national  defense  of  the  Association  of  Land- 
Grant  Colleges  and  Universities.  The  association  specifically  com¬ 
mended  that  provision  in  II .  R.  7000  which  requires  that  qualified 
ROTC  graduates  be  commissioned  as  Reserve  officers.  Pointing  out 
that  at  present  there  is  virtually  no  reserve  of  officers  not  on  active 
duty,  the  association  commented  that — 

The  expansion  of  the  Reserve  Forces  contemplated  in  H.  R.  7000  will  create  a 
substantial  need  for  additional  Reserve  officers,  and  allow  the  ROTC  to  return  to 
its  mission:  That  primarily  of  training  Reserve,  rather  than  immediate  active 
duty  officers. 

Hon.  Strom  Thurmond,  United  States  Senator  from  South  Carolina 

Senator  Thurmond  appeared  before  the  committee  on  behalf  of 
H.  R.  7000,  as  a  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  as  an  Army  Reserve 
officer  of  approximately  27  years,  and  after  having  concluded  a  term 
as  president  of  the  Reserve  Officers  Association.  Senator  Thurmond 
expressed  his  agreement  with  the  statements  made  by  Colonel  Boyer, 
executive  director  of  the  Reserve  Officers  Association,  on  July  8 
when  he  testified  in  support  of  H.  R.  7000.  Senator  Thurmond  said 
that  although  the  bill  should  be  amended  as  it  came  from  the  House, 
he  approved  of  it  as  “the  most  practical  and  reasonable  plan  which 
has  been  suggested  thus  far.”  It  is  necessary  to  have  compulsion  as 
well  as  incentives — “I  do  not  think  that  the  incentive  could  be  relied 
on  in  lieu  of  compulsion.” 

Senator  Thurmond  pointed  out  that  the  national  defense  required 
either  the  maintenance  of  a  large,  expensive  Regular  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  or  one  of  reasonable  size  backed  upby  a  large  combat-ready 
Reserve.  He  felt  that  an  adequate  Military  Establishment  which 
could  be  expanded  by  trained  Reserve  Forces  would  be  preferable 
not  only  from  the  standpoint  of  American  traditions,  but  that  it  would 
be  less  expensive  and  more  feasible  to  maintain. 

Hon.  Julius  Ochs  Adler,  Chairman,  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission 

Mr.  Adler  testified  that  H.  R.  7000  would  probably  do  little  to 
alter  the  present  basically  inequitable  situation  whereby  in  an  emer¬ 
gency  veterans  and  prior  servicemen  would  have  to  be  called  to 
active  duty. 

If  we  are  to  have  a  reliable  Reserve,  we  will  have  to  have  in  it  a  sufficient  number 
of  pretrained  young  men  to  bring  its  units  to  combat  readiness  quickly. 

Mr.  Adler  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  contemplated  program,  based 
on  volunteers  not  to  exceed  a  quota  of  250,000  annually  for  4  years, 
would  not  furnish  sufficient  men  to  satisfy  the  Army  requirement 
alone,  and  recommended  that  the  ceiling  be  removed — 

and  thereafter  the  same  mandatory  method  employed  for  Reserve  duty  that  is 
used  in  designating  men  for  extended  military  service.  We  must  not  delude 
ourselves  that  the  lack  of  pretrained  young  men  can  be  overcome  solely  by  volun¬ 
tary  methods.  We  can  never  lift  the  burden  of  double  jeopardy  off  the  backs  of 
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men  who  already  have  served  unless  we  make  equitable  and  adequate  provision 
for  inducting  young  men  for  6  months  of  training,  followed  by  lYi  years  of  enforced 
Ready  Reserve  obligation.  That  is  the  key  to  a  vitalized  Reserve  based  on  a 
democratic  sharing  of  the  military  duties  of  citizenship. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  Adler  thought  that  the  National  Guard  should  also 
be  included  in  the  bill  and  provision  made  for  guardsmen  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  6  months’  program. 

Admiral  Arthur  Iiadford ,  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 

Admiral  Radford  testified  that  unless  legislative  authorization  is 
obtained  for  building  up  a  militarily  prepared  Ready  Reserve  of  2.9 
million  men,  “there  will  have  to  be  a  complete  review  and  reorientation 
of  our  defense  plans.”  The  limited  number  and  short  training  of  the 
men  in  the  6-months’  program,  as  well  as  the  military  requirement  for 
specialized  skills,  means  that  the  national  defense  must  depend  upon 
men  who  have  just  completed  active  duty  and  are  thus  fully  trained 
when  they  enter  the  Reserves.  Interdependent  skills,  military  mis- J 
sions,  and  geographic  distribution  of  Reserve  Forces  cannot  be\ 
attained  by  purely  voluntary  methods.  Just  as  incentives  are  utilized 
to  the  maximum  degree  in  the  Regular  Forces,  they  may  be  utilized 
for  the  Reserve  Forces,  but  with  each  group  it  is  necessary  to  have  1 
some  compulsive  feature,  e.  g.,  the  draft  act  is  essential  background 
for  the  Regular  Forces.  Although  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  have 
said  they  would  not  use  the  compulsory  features  of  the  bill,  Admiral 
Radford  thought  they  would  find  it  necessary  to  do  so  in  order  to 
round  out  the  skills  required  for  their  Reserve  Forces. 

Gen.  Maxwell  D.  Taylor ,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army 

General  Taylor  testified  that  the  Army  would  prefer  modification 
of  H.  R.  7000  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  set  forth 
below,  but- — 

regardless  of  the  action  on  these  modifications,  the  Army  supports  this  legisla¬ 
tion  and  will  do  everything  in  its  power  to  get  the  most  effective  Reserve  possible 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  bill  in  its  final  form. 

In  his  prepared  statement,  General  Taylor  stated  that  an  ade¬ 
quately  trained  Ready  Reserve  coidd  not  be  achieved  solely  by  vol¬ 
untary  methods  and  that  the —  J 

Army  needs  legislative  action  to  provide  an  effective  system  based  on  compulsory  ^ 
basic  training  and  active  participation  of  nonveterans  supplemented  by  a  hard 
core  of  former  servicemen. 

Numbers  of  men  alone  will  not  suffice — a  combination  of  skills  is 
needed  to  provide  the  trained  technicians  essential  for  the  equipment 
of  modern  warfare. 

The  procurement  of  nonprior  servicemen  on  a  voluntary  basis  will 
make  it  difficult  to  plan  for  training  and  facilities  inasmuch  as  it  will 
be  impossible  to  know  the  exact  numbers  of  men  available  in  advance. 
Therefore,  General  Taylor  recommended  that — 

these  young  men  should  be  drafted  into  the  Reserve  [for]  this  6-month  type  of 
training. 

The  authorized  strength  of  the  Army  would  have  to  be  increased  to 
take  care  of  any  additional  training  personnel  needed  for  the  increased 
Reserve  program. 

General  Taylor  was  critical  of  H.  R.  7000  for  its  omission  of  the 
National  Guard  because  this  would  result  in  “a  dual  system  of  pro- 
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curement  and  training  of  non-prior-service  personnel,  one  for  the 
Army  Reserve  and  another  for  the  National  Guard.”  He  felt  that 
the  training  should  be  uniform,  the  National  Guard  being  “treated 
in  a  parallel  manner  to  the  Army  Reserve.”  The  lack  of  basic 
training  in  the  guard  would  mean  training  some  of  the  men  during 
an  emergency  or  replacing  them  with  men  who  could  qualify  for 
overseas  service. 

Statement  of  Adm.  Robert  B.  Carney,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 

Adm.  Donald  B.  Duncan  read  the  prepared  statement  of  Admiral 
Carney  in  support  of  H.  R.  7000  provided  certain  important  changes 
are  made  in  the  bill. 

The  features  of  the  bill  which  the  Navy  favors  are  as  follows: 
The  provision  for  compulsory  participation  in  Reserve  training  which 
the  Navy  does  not  expect  to  use  but  regards  as  an  insurance  measure 
in  the  event  their  expectations  for  a  larger  voluntary  program  do  not 
.materialize;  the  provision  for  enlistment  in  the  Reserves  with  the 
J agreement  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  2  years;  the  authorization 
whereby  the  President  may  order  ready  reservists  to  active  duty  in  an 
emergency;  and  the  continuous  screening  procedures  which  will  enable 
the  Ready  Reserve  to  be  composed  of  men  who  can  be  quickly  mo¬ 
bilized. 

The  Navy  has  serious  objections,  however,  to  two  features  of  the 
bill  as  at  present  written : 

1.  The  reduction  of  the  total  military  obligation  from  8  to  6  years 
would  make  it  impossible  for  the  Navy  to  achieve  the  size  and  quality 
of  Reserve  Forces  essential  to  meet  joint  war  plans.  It  is  expected 
that  many  men  in  the  Naval  Ready  Reserve  will  voluntarily  continue 
their  training,  but  if  not,  it  would  be  preferable  to  carry  them  on  the 
rolls  for  mobilization  rather  than  to  try  to  procure  them  from  the 
civilian  manpower  pool.  The  Navy  urges,  therefore,  that  the  8-year 
total  military  obligation  be  restored  in  H.  R.  7000. 

2.  The  Navy  is  opposed  to  the  House  floor  amendment  to  H.  R. 
7000  which  provides  that  young  men  must  finish  high  school  or  be  19 
years  of  age  (or  under  20  years)  before  they  can  enlist  in  the  6-month 
program.  Although  the  Navy  does  not  plan  to  use  the  6-montli  train¬ 
ees,  this  particular  educational  provision  would  have  an  adverse  effect 
kipon  the  ability  of  the  Navy  to  recruit  4-year  enlistees  for  active  duty. 
The  Navy  recommends,  therefore,  that  the  age  limit  for  the  6-month 
program  be  fixed  at  not  over  18}2  years. 

Gen.  T.  D.  White,  Vice  Chief  of  Staif  of  the  Air  Force 

General  White  testified  that  the  Air  Force  depends  upon  long-term 
voluntary  enlistments,  and  that  the  requirements  for  the  Air  Force 
Reserve  can  be  met  through  1959  by  the  normal  transfer  of  trained 
men  from  the  Regular  Air  Force  into  the  Ready  Reserve.  General 
White  indicated  that  the  bill  in  the  form  passed  by  the  House  would 
be  injurious  rather  than  helpful  to  the  Air  Force,  and  supported  H.  R. 
7000  provided  the  amendments  recommended  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  were  adopted. 

Gen.  Lemuel  C.  Shepherd,  Jr.,  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps 

General  Shepherd  supported  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  7000  provided 
certain  amendments  were  incorporated  in  the  bill;  otherwise,  he 
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testified  that  the  Marine  Corps  would  suffer  adverse  effects  in  the 
strength  and  mobilization  readiness  of  its  reserves. 

General  Shepherd  estimated  that  a  reduction  of  the  8-year  military 
obligation  to  6  years  would  dangerously  affect  the  combat  readiness  of 
the  Marine  Corps. 

Such  a  reduction  would  require  an  annual  input  into  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve  of  approximately  44,000  nonprior-service  men  instead 
of  only  5,500  required  by  the  present  8-year  plan.  This  large  loss 
would  be  sustained  because  the  Reserve  now  includes  a  dispropor¬ 
tionately  large  number  of  men  who  are  obligated  for  the  8-year  period. 

It  would  be  difficult  to  recruit  44,000  voluntary  trainees  annually 
without  disadvantage  to  the  Regular  Marine  Corps.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  Marine  Corps  used  the  2-year  plan  of  active  duty  within 
the  6-year  obligation  concept,  it  would  interfere  with  the  recruitment 
of  3  and  4  year  enlistees  who  are  now  readily  obtainable. 

Testimony  was  offered  against  the  provision  in  H.  R.  7000  which 
requires  the  6  mouths’  trainees  to  graduate  from  high  school  or  become  w 
19  years  of  age.  Such  enlistments  should  be  limited  to  men  who  are  ^ 
between  17  and  18 }{  jrears  old  so  that  there  will  be  no  interference  with 
long-term  enlistments  in  the  Regular  forces.  The  Marine  Corps  con¬ 
curs,  however,  in  the  proposal  that  young  men  who  are  pursuing  high- 
scliool  education  in  a  satisfactory  manner  should  have  their  6-month 
training  period  deferred  until  after  graduation  or  until  they  are  20 
years  of  age. 

The  Marine  Corps  favors  enactment  of  compulsory  participation  in 
training  as  an  insurance  provision  in  the  event  that  military  readiness 
cannot  be  achieved  through  voluntary  means. 

Vice  Adm.  Alfred  C.  Richmond,  Commandant  oj  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard 

The  Coast  Guard  recommends  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  7000  subject 
to  two  amendments.  First,  it  is  considered  essential  that  the  8-year 
total  military  obligation  be  retained  instead  of  reducing  it  to  6  jrnars. 
The  reduction  would  cause  a  rapid  turnover  of  personnel,  result  in 
increased  administrative  costs,  and  create  a  difficult  procurement 
problem.  Many  trained  reservists  woidd  be  removed  from  the 
program,  and  during  the  next  4  years  result  in  a  30  percent  increase  in  # 
planned  personnel  procurement.  ™ 

The  second  amendment  relates  to  the  provision  that  young  men 
must  have  completed  high  school  or  reached  the  age  of  19  years  before 
they  can  enlist  in  the  6  months’  program.  This  would  complicate 
the  problem  of  procurement  and  administration  of  the  program 
inasmuch  as  it  would  result  in  a  peak  influx  of  personnel  following 
graduation  from  high  school.  The  Coast  Guard  prefers  a  more 
flexible  arrangement  whereby  young  men  may  be  affiliated  while  in 
high  school  and  defer  their  training  until  after  graduation. 

Admiral  Richmond  testified  that  the  Coast  Guard  is  in  favor  of 
a  strong  Reserve  bill  which  will  enable  Reserve  Forces  to  reach  their 
strength  levels,  encourage  participation  in  training,  and  provide  for 
mandatory  participation  when  necessary. 

Statement  oj  Secretary  oj  Dejense  Charles  E.  Wilson 

In  supporting  H.  R.  7000,  Secretary  Wilson  said  that  the  bill — 

with  certain  improvements  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Defense  will  aid 
materially  in  the  further  development  of  Reserve  forces  necessary  to  maintain 
national  security  *  *  * 
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Emphasizing  the  importance  of  Reserves  that  are  organized  and 
trained  so  that  they  can  be  speedily  mobilized  to  augment  the  Reg  lar 
forces  in  the  event  of  an  emergency,  the  Secretary  said  that  the 
Department  would  continue  its  efforts  to  improve  training  programs, 
facilities,  and  equipment. 

The  change  which  the  Department  considers  essential  is  the  reten¬ 
tion  of  the  present  8-year  total  military  obligation  of  Active  and 
Reserve  service. 

Unless  the  present  8-year  military  obligation  is  continued,  our  capability  of 
attaining  Ready  Reserve  goals  will  be  seriously  jeopardized  and  delayed  indefinite¬ 
ly  for  several  services.  In  particular,  it  will  become  most  difficult  and  perhaps 
impossible  to  reach  various  Ready  Reserve  strength  levels  at  the  times  now- 

planned. 

The  Secretary  also  stressed  the  necessity  of  providing  for  assured 
participation  in  Reserve  training  programs. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  Carter  L.  Burgess  (Manpower  and 
|  Personnel) 

Secretary  Burgess  strongly  urged  that  the  total  8-year  military 
obligation  be  continued.  The  size  and  nature  of  the  planned  Reserve 
structure  are  based  upon  the  8-year  period  and  would  be  seriously 
reduced  if  the  6-year  provision  were  allowed  to  remain  in  H.  R.  7000. 
The  number  of  men,  as  well  as  the  balance  of  needed  skills,  would  be 
reduced;  the  screening  of  Ready  reservists  into  the  Standby  Reserve 
would  be  adversely  affected  by  the  lack  of  personnel  in  excess  of 
Ready  Reserve  requirements;  some  of  the  services  would  not  be  able 
to  meet  their  Ready  Reserve  goals;  and  the  lesser  6-year  obligation 
would  interfere  with  the  minimum  buildup  of  the  Standby  Reserve 
to  meet  Army  and  Navy  mobilization  plans.  A  reduction  of  the 
United  States  military  obligation  would  cause  us  to  compare  unfavor¬ 
ably  with  our  NATO  allies,  many  of  which  require  much  longer 
periods  of  military  service. 

A  second  urgent  recommendation  was  made  against  the  adoption  of 
the  House  floor  amendment  by  which  young  men  may  enter  the 
6-months’  program  after  graduation  from  high  school  or  reach  the 
age  of  19,  and  before  they  are  20  years  of  age.  The  Department 
estimates  that  this  provision  would  seriously  interfere  with  long-term 
I  volunteers  for  the  Regular  Forces,  and  urges  that  the  age,  requirement 
be  restored  to  the  original  figure — from  17  to  18K  years.  Mr.  Burgess 
pointed  out  that  in  fiscal  1954,  66  percent  of  original  long-term  volun¬ 
teers  for  the  Regular  Forces  came  from  young  men  under  19  years  of 
age,  and  that  the  small  group  of  persons  who  are  more  than  18}£ 
years  old  when  they  graduate  can  be  taken  care  of  by  departmental 
regulations  rather  than  by  a  provision  of  law  which  works  undue 
hardship  on  the  entire  program. 

Expressing  regret  that  the  National  Guard  was  not  included  in  the 
bill,  Mr.  Burgess  said  that — 

It  is  the  firm  position  of  the  Department  that  all  Reserve  components  should  be 
placed  on  the  same  basis  with  respect  to  minimum  standards  of  initial  training  for 
young  men  who  will  enter  directly  into  Reserve  status  under  terms  of  draft 
deferment. 

The  Department  feels  that  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  National 
Guard  Association  testified  before  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  that  it  did  not  wish  to  be  included  in  H.  R.  7000,  that  there  are 
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various  weaknesses  in  Guard  training  programs  which  need  to  be 
overcome. 

The  Department  is  in  favor  of  a  Voluntary  Reserve  insofar  as  it  is 
possible  to  achieve,  and  will  lay  primary  emphasis  on  incentives. 
The  existence  of  enforcement  measures,  however,  is  an  important 
adjunct  to  obtaining  compliance.  “The  National  Guard  experience 
shows  that  where  enforcement  measures  are  available,  they  are  effec¬ 
tive,  though  rarely  applied.”  The  compulsions  relating  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  Reserve  training  which  are  now  in  the  law  are  two  severe,  and 
the  Department  endorses  the  45-day  provision  in  H.  R.  7000  which 
is  designed  to  insure  participation.  It  is  a  permissive  authority  which 
will  be  used  with  discretion. 

One  of  the  original  objectives  that  was  sought  in  the  Reserve  legis¬ 
lation  was  authorization  for  the  States  to  establish  a  State  militia  in 
peacetime.  Such  provision  is  not  made  by  H.  R.  7000,  but  it  is  still 
considered  as  a  desirable  goal  in  connection  with  civil-defense  activities. 

Maj.  Gen.  Lewis  B.  Hershey,  Director  of  Selective  Service 

General  Hershey  testified  that  it  was  necessary  to  build  a  Reserve 
force  as  expeditiously  as  possible  to  provide  for  survival  insurance,  and 
that  “if  the  present  bill  before  this  committee — it  came  from  the 
House — is  the  only  thing  that  we  can  get,  I  will  take  it.”  General 
Hershey  stated  that  a  total  military  obligation  of  8  years  is  imperative, 
“but  if  we  don’t  get  the  8  years  we  will  take  less  than  the  8  years.” 

He  favored  the  provision  of  H.  R.  7000  which  gives  to  the  Reserves 
the  same  privilege  enjoyed  by  the  National  Guard — to  enlist  men  who 
are  deferred  from  the  draft  as  long  as  they  participate  satisfactorily 
in  training.  The  compulsion  of  the  6  months’  training  to  be  made 
available  to  the  other  Reserves  would  also  benefit  the  National 
Guard. 

General  Hershey  test  ified  against  the  high-school  graduation  amend¬ 
ment  added  to  the  bill  by  a  House  floor  amendment  and  advocated 
a  return  to  the  age  limit  of  17  to  1  years  of  age  for  enlistees.  In 
addition,  he  thought  that  scientists  and  engineers  who  come  under  the 
critical-skills  provision  of  H.  R.  7000  and  are  thus  eligible  for  transfer 
into  the  Standby  Reserve  after  their  6  months’  framing  should  also 
come  under  the  same  penalties  as  other  men  in  the  program. 

The  following  organizations  were  represented  by  witnesses  who  testified 

in  [ opposition  to  the  idea  of  universal  military  training ,  and  for 

various  other  reasons 
Americans  for  Democratic  Action 
Church  of  the  Brethren 
Evangelical  and  Reformed  Youth  Fellowship 
Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 
National  Association  for  the  Advancement  of  Colored  People 
National  Civic  League 
National  Conference  of  Methodist  Youth 
National  Council  Against  Conscription 
National  Temperance  League 
National  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union 
Presbyterian  Church  U.  S.  Youth  Fellowship 
Students  for  Democratic  Action 
United  Christian  Youth  Movement 
Women’s  International  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom 


PROVIDING  FOR  STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE  FORCES  17 
Section  by  Section  Analysis 

SECTION  1.  SHORT  TITLE 

This  section  provides  that  the  act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Reserve 
Forces  Act  of  1955”. 

Two  prior  versions  of  the  House  bill  cited  it  as  the  “National 
Reserve  Plan”,  but  the  present  House  bill  has  no  short  title. 

SECTION  2.  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT 

OF  1952 

This  section,  which  consists  of  eight  subsections,  makes  a  series  of 
amendments  to  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952. 

(а)  Increasing  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Beady  Reserve 

This  subsection  increases  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Ready 
^  Reserve  from  1,500,000  to  2,900,000. 

(б)  Involuntary  participation  by  prior-service  men  in  Reserve  training 

activities  and  programs 

Present  law. — The  8-year  service  liability  imposed  by  the  1951 
amendments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act  was  based  on  the  premise 
that  the  program  of  universal  military  training  authorized  by  that 
enactment  would  begin  the  following  year,  as  the  act  specifically  pro¬ 
vided,  and  that  trainees  from  this  program  would  fill  the  active  units 
of  the  Reserve  components,  except  for  the  nucleus  of  prior-service 
men  serving  voluntarily.  Men  completing  active  service  were  given 
liability  for  Reserve  membership,  but  it  was  not  contemplated  that 
they  would  again  be  mobilized  or  forced  to  undertake  additional  train¬ 
ing  on  an  involuntary  basis  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency. 

What  the  House  bill  does. — The  House  bill  changes  existing  procedure; 
ly  requiring  that  persons  who  entered  the  active  forces  after  juty  27, 
1953,  shall  upon  release  from  such  active  service  be  liable  for  inactive 
duty  training  for  48  assemblies  for  drill  annually  (or  other  equivalent 
periods  of  training)  and  not  to  exceed  17  days  of  active  duty. 

>  First  alternative. — It  also  provides  that  where  a  member  “elects” 
not  to  participate  in  the  above  training  program,  he  shall  be  offered 
as  an  alternative  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed 
30  days  annually. 

Second  alternative  (jpunitive ). — Any  member  “who  fails  through 
refusal,  when  able  to  perform  his  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above 
alternatives”  may  be  ordered  involuntarly  to  active  duty  for  not  to 
exceed  45  days  annually. 

This  provision  of  the  House  bill  is  consistent  with  a  concept  that  no 
additional  obligation  is  being  imposed  upon  the  prior-service  man 
and  that  the  provision  merely  “puts  teeth”  into  existing  law,  and  a 
further  concept  that  it  is  only  through  the  participation  of  prior- 
service  men  that  present  Reserve  requirements  can  be  met. 

What  the  Senate  amendment  does.— The  Senate  amendment  proposes 
that  the  liability  imposed  by  the  House  bill  shall  be  effective  only  to 
persons  inducted  or  enlisting  on  and  after  a  date  which  is  30  days  after 
the  enactment  of  the  bill,  and  that  an  interim  enlistment  bonus  be 
provided  for  men  who  have  completed  not  less  than  18  months  of 
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active  service,  and  who  are  accepted  for  enlistment  or  assignment  to 
combat  and  combat-support  Reserve  units  (including  the  National 
Guard)  of  the  Army  and  the  Marine  Corps. 

(c)  Continuous  screening  of  Ready  Reserve 

As  visualized  by  the  bills,  the  Ready  Reserve  is  to  be  kept  in  a  high 
state  of  readiness  for  immediate  active  service.  This  requirement 
involves  not  only  a  high  level  of  training  and  organization,  but  a 
high  level  of  availability  as  well.  To  insure  the  necessary  level  of 
availability  the  bills  provide  that  the  Ready  Reserve  shall  be  subjected 
to  a  continuous  screening  process  so  as  to  keep  the  rosters  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  free  from  persons  who  for  any  reason  could  not 
answer  immediate  calls  for  active  duty. 

At  the  time  of  the  Korean  recall  there  was  no  adequate  screening 
of  the  reservists  who  were  ordered  to  active  duty.  Furthermore, 
there  had  been  no  screening  program  previously  in  operation  during 
the  years  prior  to  Korea.  As  a  result,  there  were  many  mistakes 
which  could  have  been  prevented  by  a  continuous  screening  program 
carried  on  in  advance  of  the  recall. 

The  general  objective  of  the  continuous  screening  program  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  bills  is  to  prevent  the  significant  attrition  which  results 
at  the  critical  moment  of  mobilization  from  having  on  unit  rosters 
large  numbers  of  persons  who  in  fact  are  not  available  for  active 
service. 

The  bills  contemplate  that  this  screening  will  be  conducted  by  the 
military,  and  list  five  general  policies  which  will  cover  the  operation 
of  the  screening  program.  It  would  be  anticipated  that  the  military 
departments  would  establish  criteria  based  upon  the  policies  outlined 
in  the  bills  and  that  the  application  of  these  criteria  to  Ready  Reserve 
rosters  would  be  carried  out  by  the  military  authorities  without 
waiting  for  application  from  the  individual  reservists.  The  screening 
process  would  not  necessarily  be  a  voluntary  matter,  and  some 
individuals  who  could  not  meet  the  screening  criteria,  and  who  might 
nevertheless  desire  to  continue  in  the  Reserve  components  for  retire¬ 
ment  purposes,  would  be  transferred  from  the  Ready  Reserve  in¬ 
voluntarily.  It  will  be  recalled  that  under  other  provisions  of  the 
bills,  transfer  from  the  Ready  Reserve  is  no  longer  dependent  upon  a 
request  therefor. 

It  is  provided  in  the  bill  that  in  the  conduct  of  the  screening  process 
“recognition”  would  be  given  to  participation  in  combat.  As  used  in 
this  context,  the  word  “recognition”  connotes  a  basis  for  selection  out, 
rather  than  for  retention  in,  the  Ready  Reserve. 

The  screening  out  of  individuals  from  units  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  would  be  subject  to  the  consent  of  the 
Governor. 

Transfer  from  Standby  to  Ready  Reserve. — New  subsection  (1)  of 
section  208,  added  by  the  Senate  amendment,  provides  for  the  retrans¬ 
fer  to  the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  individual  who  has  been  transferred 
to  the  Standby  Reserve  for  a  particular  reason,  when  that  reason  has 
ceased  to  exist. 

(d)  The  role  of  Selective  Service  System  in  ordering  members  of  the 

Standby  Reserve  to  active  duty 

Present  status  of  the  Standby  Reserve. — Under  the  concept  of  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  the  Reserve  components  were 
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divided  into  categories  of  vulnerability  to  active  duty  rather  than  into 
categories  of  readiness  for  such  active  duty.  The  Ready  Reserve  was 
to  be  called  first  and  the  Standby  Reserve  called  only  when  adequate 
numbers  and  units  of  the  proper  types  were  not  available  from  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

A  further  important  concept  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  was 
that  there  will  be  in  the  Standby  Reserve  many  units  and  individuals 
undertaking  the  same  amounts  of  inactive-duty  training  and  active 
duty  for  training  as  is  the  case  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  and  that  units 
and  individuals  of  the  Standby  Reserve  would  be  as  fully  organized 
and  as  well  trained  as  the  units  and  individuals  of  the  Ready  Reserve. 
As  has  previously  been  stated,  the  difference  between  the  categories 
was  not  the  level  of  training,  organization,  pay  status,  or  participation 
in  training  activities,  but  their  relative  liability  to  active  duty  with 
the  Armed  Forces  in  case  of  need. 

In  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress,  units 
and  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty 
by  the  military  departments,  in  the  same  manner  as  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

What  the  bill  does. — This  subsection  amends  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  to  provide  that  members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  only  after  a  determination  of  their  availability 
has  been  made  by  the  Director  of  Selective  Service. 

Future  status  of  the  Standby  Reserve. — Although  the  new  provision 
furnishes  a  method  of  balancing  needed  military  and  civilian  skills, 
it  would  appear  impossible  in  the  future  to  maintain  in  the  Standby 
Reserve  organized  units  and  fixed  training  programs.  In  effect,  the 
Standby  Reserve  would  tend  to  become  mainly  a  pool  of  individuals 
on  an  inactive  status,  with  no  training  liability  except  in  time  of  war 
or  national  emergency. 

(e)  Liability  of  Ready  Reserve  during  national  emergency  'proclaimed  by 
the  President 

Subsection  233  (b)  (1)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952 
authorizes  the  ordering  to  active  duty  of  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  in  time  of  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the  President, 
subject  to  the  limitation  that  only  such  numbers  could  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  under  these  circumstances  as  were  specifically  authorized 
by  the  Congress.  This  subsection  continues  this  authority,  but  with 
the  significant  change  that  the  President  may  recall  up  to  1  million 
Ready  reservists  without  specific  approval  of  Congress. 

(/)  Ministers  and  ministerial  students 

This  subsection  provides  that  a  reservist  who  becomes  a  regular  or 
duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  shall  at  his  request  be  entitled  to 
a  discharge  if  already  on  active  duty  or  serving  in  the  Reserve.  A 
reservist  who  is  a  student  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a  recognized 
theological  or  divinity  school  shall  not  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
duty,  active  training  and  service,  active  duty  for  framing  or  inactive 
duty  training  while  in  such  status.  These  two  provisos  complement 
section  6  (g)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act, 
which  provides  that  regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  of  religion 
and  students  preparing  for  the  ministry  shall  be  exempt  from  training 
and  service  but  not  from  registration. 
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(g)  .  Annual  report  from  the  Secretary  oj  Defense 

This  subsection  provides  that  the  Secretar}^  of  Defense  shall  cause 
records  to  be  maintained  in  the  military  departments  showing  the 
numbers  of  persons  participating  in  active  duty  for  training  and  in 
inactive  duty  training  in  a  drill-pay  status  and  shall  report  to  the 
President  and  to  the  Congress  annually  on  the  progress  as  to  the 
strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 

This  section  is  not  intended  to  duplicate  the  report  called  for  in 
section  257  (e)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act,  which  provides  as 
follows : 

“The  semiannual  report  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  as  required  by 
the  National  Security  Act  of  1947,  as  amended,  shall  contain  a  chapter 
which  shall  be  a  report  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Policy  Board  on  the 
status  of  the  reserve  programs  of  the  Department  of  Defense.” 

(h)  Special  enlistment  programs 

This  subsection  of  the  bill  establishes  three  special  enlistment  pro¬ 
grams  directly  in  the  Reserve  units  of  the  Reserve  components,  each  * 
program  being  contingent  upon  the  performance  of  a  specified  period 
of  active  duty  for  service  or  active  duty  for  training.  The  programs 
are  explained  in  detail  below. 

New  section  261.  Direct  Reserve  enlistment,  with  requirement  to  serve 
on  active  duty  for  a  period  oj  2  years 

This  provision  requires  that  any  person  enlisting  in  the  Reserve 
components  (except  the  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard) 
for  a  period  of  8  years  must  accept  active  duty  for  a  period  of  2  years, 
and  upon  the  performance  of  such  active  duty  may  reduce  his  Ready 
Reserve  service  to  a  period  which,  when  added  to  the  time  spent  on 
active  duty,  shall  total  5  years. 

Section  208  (f)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  already  pro¬ 
vides  that  persons  may  be  transferred  from  the  Ready  Reserve  to  the 
Standby  Reserve  after  having  served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  and  in  an  accredited  training  program  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
for  a  total  of  Active-plus-Reserve  service  of  not  less  than  5  years,  or 
any  lesser  period  authorized  by  the  appropriate  Secretaries. 

The  following  tabulation  summarizes  the  years  of  Ready  Reserve 
training  which  will  entitle  an  individual  to  transfer  to  the  Standby  I 
Reserve,  for  the  various  periods  of  active  service. 


Years  of  active  service 

Years  of  Ready  Reserve  participation 

Standby  Reserve 
obligation 

Total 

3  or  less . . . 

8. 

4 _ 

1 _ 

3 _ 

8. 

3 _ 

2 . . . . . . 

3 _ 

8. 

2 _ _ 

3__ . . . . . 

3__ . . . 

8. 

7  Yi _ _ _ _ ... 

0 _ _ __ _ _ 

8. 

0 . . . 

0  -- 

914  to  11. 

New  section  262.  Authorizing  direct  enlistments  in  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  ( other  than  the  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard) 
with  requirement  for  an  initial  3-  to  6-month  period  oj  active  duty 
for  training 

Existing  law. — Under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  persons  who  have  not  attained  age  18% 
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may  be  accepted  for  enlistment  in  units  of  the  Army  National  Guard 
or  Air  National  Guard.  Persons  accepted  for  such  enlistment  are 
thereafter  deferred  from  induction  as  long  as  they  serve  satisfactorily 
or  until  they  attain  age  28. 

Provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment. — The  Senate  amendment 
authorizes  8-year  enlistments  in  the  Reserve  components  (other  than 
the  guard)  within  quotas  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appro¬ 
priations  made  by  the  Congress  subject  to  the  individual  agreeing 
to  perform  an  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than 

3  months  nor  more  than  6  months. 

After  completion  of  the  period  of  initial  training  the  individual  is 
required  satisfactorily  to  perform  the  training  requirements  imposed 
upon  the  Ready  Reserve  by  other  provisions  of  this  bill. 

Critical  skills;  deferment  as  reservists. — This  paragraph  of  the  bill 
also  specifies  that  persons  having  critical  skills  and  who  are  engaged 
in  critical  defense-supporting  industries  may  enlist  in  the  Reserve 
I  components  and  after  performing  the  required  6  months  of  active-duty 
'training  serve  out  the  remainder  of  the  8-year  period  of  military 
obligation  in  a  Reserve  status. 

Special  provisions  relating  to  those  in  the  8-  to  6-month  program. — 
This  subsection  also  contains  three  numbered  clauses  which  specify 
certain  miscellaneous  provisions  which  are  applicable  only  to  the 
trainees.  They  are  discussed  below. 

Clause  ( 1 ) — Pay  of  trainees. — This  clause  provides  that  while  under¬ 
going  the  6  months’  active  duty  for  training  persons  shall  be  paid  at 
the  rate  of  $50  per  month  for  the  initial  6-month  period,  and  for  any 
period  of  hospitalization  incident  thereto. 

Clause  (2) — Disability  retirement  for  trainees. — This  clause  provides 
that  with  respect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949,  relating  to  retirement  pay,  separation  and  severance  pay  for 
disability,  persons  undergoing  the  6-month  active  duty  for  training 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  enlisted  pay  grade  E-l  with  under 

4  months  of  service  (the  lowest  enlisted  pay  grade). 

Clause  (3) — Disability  and  death  benefits  for  trainees. — This  clause 
provides  that  persons  undergoing  the  active  duty  for  training  shall 
receive  the  benefits  provided  in  Public  Law  108  of  the  81st  Congress 
.for  sickness,  injury,  or  death.  Such  persons  shall  be  denied  the  con¬ 
version  rights  provided  by  section  621  of  the  National  Service  Life 
Insurance  Act  of  1940.  The  automatic  indemnity  coverage  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951  is  limited  to  30  days 
after  separation  or  release  from  the  initial  6  months  of  active  duty  for 
training. 

Beneiits  which  do  not  accrue. — Inasmuch  as  persons  enlisted  in  the 
Reserve  and  undergoing  the  period  of  active-duty  training  are  not 
specifically  authorized  to  receive  the  benefits  indicated  below,  they 
would  be  excluded  from  such  benefits: 

Benefits  of  title  V  (mustering-out  payment)  of  the  Veterans  Read¬ 
justment  Assistance  Act  of  1952,  or  any  other  benefits  under  any  laws 
administered  by  the  Veterans’  Administration,  except  the  Service¬ 
men’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  his  initial 
6  months  of  active  duty  for  training. 

Quarters  allowances. 

Benefits  of  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act  of  1950. 

Incentive  pay. 

Veterans’  preference. 
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w  Role  oj  National  Security  Training  Commission. — The  National 
Security  Training  Commission  is  designated  to  act  in  an  advisory 
capacity  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  President  with  respect 
to  the  welfare  of  persons  participating  in  the  active  duty  for  training 
authorized  in  this  subsection. 

As  a  practical  matter,  the  size  of  the  annual  quotas  would  seem  to 
have  an  important  bearing  on  the  manner  in  which  the  training  pro¬ 
gram  is  conducted.  If  at  the  100,000  minimum,  such  trainees  might 
be  integrated  with  new  recruits  training  for  the  active  forces,  whereas 
if  it  is  near  the  250,000  ceiling  it  might  become  necessary  to  operate 
separate  installations. 

(J)  Reemployment  rights  for  trainees 

Present  law. — The  1951  amendments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948  provide  reemployment  rights  for  enlistees,  inductees,  and 
reservists  who  are  on  active  duty,  and  lcave-of-absence  rights  for 
persons  on  training  duty,  such  as  the  usual  two-weeks  summer  en¬ 
campment.  There  is  no  provision,  however,  for  appropriate  reem¬ 
ployment  rights  to  be  granted  to  persons  enrolled  in  training  programs 
contemplated  by  the  amendments  under  consideration  in  this  bill. 

What  the  bill  does.—' This  subsection  of  the  bill  therefore  adds  to 
section  9  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  authority 
whereby  persons  performing  active  duty  for  training  for  the  period 
authorized  in  the  bill  would  receive  substantially  the  same  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  as  persons  on  active  duty,  except  that  they  would  be 
required  to  apply  for  reinstatement  within  60  days  from  date  of  their 
release  from  training  or  date  of  release  from  hospitalization  imme¬ 
diately  following  discharge,  such  period  of  hospitalization  not  to 
exceed  6  months,  and,  upon  reinstatement  by  his  employer,  the 
trainees  would  be  protected  against  discharge  without  cause  for  a 
period  of  only  6  months.  • 

These  provisions  of  the  bill  fit  the  trainee  into  the  general  pattern 
of  reemployment  rights  guaranteed  prior-service  men  and  insure  that 
such  rights  shall  be  commensurate  with  their  period  of  duty.  As  an 
example,  the  bill  provides  that  the  trainees  shall  apply  for  reinstate¬ 
ment  within  60  days  from  date  of  release  from  training;  the  comparable 
period  for  inductees  and  reservists  on  active  duty  is  90  days.  Simi¬ 
larly,  the  6-month  trainee  receives  protection  against  discharge  for  a 
period  of  6  months  after  he  returns  to  his  civilian  position;  the  com¬ 
parable  period  for  inductees  and  reservists  on  active  duty  is  1  year. 

As  to  the  necessity  of  providing  reemployment  protection  to  indi¬ 
viduals  in  the  age  group  to  be  participating  in  the  6-month  program, 
census  figures  show  that  in  October  1954,  37.6  percent  of  the  16-  and 
17-year  age  group,  60  percent  of  the  18-  and  19-year  age  group,  and 
76.7  percent  of  the  20-  to  24-year  age  group  had  some  kind  of  employ¬ 
ment.  It  is  noted  that  this  will  not  be  the  only  age  group  affected 
by  the  reemployment  provisions.  The  group  most  affected  will 
probably  be  the  “critical  skills”  group  engaged  in  defense-supporting 
industries  and  research. 

The  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  are  not  included 
in  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  of  the  bill. 
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New  section  263.  Enlistment  bonus  for  reservists 

This  section  provides  a  2-year  program  for  an  enlistment  bonus  pay¬ 
able  to  certain  prior-service  men  who  are  enlisted  in  certain  Reserve 
units. 

In  such  enlistment  or  assignment  to  a  Reserve  unit  the  individual 
would  agree  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  the  unit,  and  to  attend  drills  and 
active-duty  training  periods.  In  the  event  the  individual  fails  satis¬ 
factorily  to  participate,  as  determined  pursuant  to  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  such  individual  may  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  for  training  for  periods  of  45  days  annually  during  the 
unexpired  term  of  his  enlistment. 

Individuals  who  have  completed  not  less  than  18  months  of  active 
service  and  who  are  currently  serving  voluntarily  in  Reserve  units  of 
the  types'  herein  under  discussion  could  be  discharged  for  the  conven¬ 
ience  of  the  Government  under  this  program  in  the  event  they  were 
willing  to  make  the  necessary  agreement  to  serve,  and  provided  they 
were  qualified  and  acceptable  under  applicable  screening  criteria. 

The  period  of  enlistment  would  be  3  years. 

The  number  of  persons  involved  in  this  program  would  be  controlled 
by  annual  appropriations. 

The  program  would  operate  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Such  regulations  would  insure  that  men 
would  not  be  accepted  for  enlistment  if  the3r  occupied  critical  positions 
in  defense  supported  industries  or  were  possessed  of  skills  which  would 
cause  them  to  be  screened  out  of  the  Reserve  as  being  unusable  in 
times  of  mobilization. 

Summary  of  detailed  provisions  of  Senate  amendment 

Only  those  persons  who  have  honorably  completed  at  least  18 
months  of  active  service  are  eligible  for  the  program. 

To  be  accepted  into  the  program  the  individual  must  agree  satis¬ 
factorily  to  participate  in  the  training  requirements  and  in  the  event 
he  fails  to  participate  satisfactorily,  as  determined  pursuant  to  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  he  shall  be  liable  for 
active  duty  for  training  for  periods  of  45  days  annually  during  the 
unexpired  term  of  his  enlistment. 

Enlistees  will  be  carefully  screened  to  insure  that  persons  who  have 
critical  skills  or  occupations  which  would  render  their  discharge  neces¬ 
sary  in  time  of  actual  mobilization  are  not  enlisted  or  reenlisted. 

Only  combat  and  combat-support  units  (as  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy)  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Army  and  the  Marine  Corps  would  be  included  in  the 
program. 

Upon  enlistment  or  assignment  a  bonus  would  be  paid  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual,  if  qualified  and  acceptable  under  applicable  screening  criteria. 

The  program  would  be  limited  to  the  numbers  specifically  provided 
for  in  annual  appropriations. 

The  program  is  in  addition  to  other  enlistment  and  appointment 
programs  currently  in  operation. 

Persons  currently  serving  enlistments  in  the  Reserve  could  be  dis¬ 
charged  for  the  convenience  of  the  Government  and,  if  acceptable, 
enlisted  under  this  program. 

The  program  terminates  July  1,  1957. 
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SECTION  3.  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 

SERVICE  ACT 

(a)  Authorizing  direct  enlistments  in  the  Reserve  components  {other  than 
the  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard)  without  specific 
requirement  for  either  2  years  of  active  service  or  an  initial  period 
of  3-6  months  of  active  duty  for  training 

Existing  law. — Under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act  persons  who  have  not  attained  age  18^2  may 
be  accepted  for  enlistment  in  units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or 
Air  National  Guard.  Persons  accepted  for  such  enlistment  are  there¬ 
after  deferred  from  induction  as  long  as  they  serve  satisfactorily  or 
until  they  attain  age  28.  Considerably  more  than  a  half  million  per¬ 
sons  have  availed  themselves  of  this  program  since  its  origin  in  1948. 

What  the  Senate  amendment  does. — The  Senate  amendment  extends 
to  the  other  Reserve  components  an  enlistment  program  which  is 
identical  to  that  provided  in  existing  law  for  the  guard.  The  Presi¬ 
dent,  rather  than  the  governors  of  the  several  States,  makes  the  deter¬ 
mination  that  the  program  is  necessary.  There  is  no  cutoff  date,  and 
quotas  are  restricted  to  the  numbers  for  which  specific  appropriation 
is  made  annually  by  the  Congress. 

Under  clause  (C)  an  individual  is  not  obligated  to  perform  any 
initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  such  as  that  required  of  an 
individual  who  enlists  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  a  Reserve  component 
under  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as 
amended  by  the  Senate  amendment.  Clause  (D)  provides  authority 
under  which  an  individual  enlisted  under  clause  (C)  may  voluntarily 
elect  to  perform  the  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  required 
by  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  so  amend¬ 
ed,  and  thereby  shorten  his  period  of  obligatory  Reserve  service. 

This  section  also  provides  that  persons  enlisted  in  the  National 
Guard  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  may  reduce  their 
period  of  liability  for  induction  from  age  28  to  a  period  of  8  years  by 
satisfactorily  participating  in  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  of 
not  less  than  3  months. 

(E)  Providing  priority  in  induction  for  persons  who  fail  satisfactorily  to 
carry  out  Reserve  training  to  which  obligated  under  this  section 

This  clause  provides  that  where  an  individual  has  accepted  enlist¬ 
ment  under  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  and  because  of  failure 
satisfactorily  to  participate  in  the  required  training  has  been  dis¬ 
charged  from  such  enlistment,  he  will  be  given  priority  over  all  others 
by  his  local  board  in  meeting  quotas  for  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces. 

(£>)  Graduates  of  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps  and  other  officer 
training  programs 

Background. — Section  6  (d)  (1)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act  provides  that  as  a  general  proposition  all  persons 
participating  in  programs  for  the  training  of  Reserve  officers  shall  be 
deferred  from  induction  provided  they  agree  to  accept  a  commission 
if  tendered;  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  2' 
years  after  receipt  of  such  commission;  and  to  remain  in  the  Reserve 
until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  such  commission. 
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ROTO  programs  are  long-term. — The  annual  output  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps  is  geared  to  long-range 
mobilization  requirements  rather  than  to  the  immediate  requirements 
of  the  active  forces.  This  creates  the  potential  problem  of  having 
more  graduates  available  than  the  active  forces  can  absorb  during 
periods  when  there  are  no  hostilities.  This  problem  did  not  manifest 
itself  during  the  period  of  the  buildup  of  the  active  forces  incident  to 
the  Korean  hostilities,  because  the  Army  and  Air  Force  needed  and 
could  absorb  the  entire  output  of  the  Reserve  officers  training  program. 

But  upon  the  cessation  of  Korean  hostilities  the  problem  again  arose, 
as  the  output  of  the  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps  program  again 
exceeded  the  immediate  needs  of  the  active  forces.  As  a  consequence, 
some  new  graduates  of  the.  Air  Force  officer  training  program  were  not 
given  their  commissions  outright  but  were  first  placed  on  duty  in  an 
enlisted  status  for  the  24-montb  period  of  service  required  of  inductees. 

,  There  was  widespread  public  criticism  of  this  procedure. 

What  the  bill  does  about  it. — The  bill  amends  section  6  (d)  (1)  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  to  make  it  mandatory 
that  upon  graduation  all  qualified  graduates  of  the  courses  be  ap¬ 
pointed  as  commissioned  officers  in  the  Reserve. 

In  addition,  the  bill  requires  that  if  the  number  of  these  newly 
appointed  officers  exceeds  the  existing  requirements  of  the  active 
forces,  such  officers  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a 
period  of  6  months  instead  of  for  extended  active  duty  for  service  for  a 
period  of  the  2  years  required  in  their  signed  ROTC  agreement  referred 
to  in  clause  (B)  of  section  6  (d)  (1)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended  by  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948. 

Upon  completion  of  such  6-month  period  of  active  duty  for  training 
these  officers  shall  be  released  from  such  active  duty  for  training  and 
thereafter  shall  be  required  satisfactorily  to  serve  in  the  component  in 
which  appointed  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  commencement  of 
such  6-montli  period  of  active  duty  for  training.  The  bill  requires  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  to  develop  the  standards  and  to  publish  the  regu¬ 
lations  necessary  to  insure  compliance  with  this  requirement  of  satis¬ 
factory  Reserve  service  and  specify  that  failure  to  meet  such  standards 
)  will  result  in  revoking  the  individual’s  Reserve  commission. 

The  bill  makes  no  provision  whereby  these  officers  may  shorten  their 
7}£-year  Ready  Reserve  obligation  by  participating  in  Reserve  training 
programs. 


Budget  Data — Department  Recommendation 

As  has  been  previously  indicated  in  this  report,  the  President’s 
National  Reserve  Plan  was  strongly  recommended  by  the  administra¬ 
tion.  The  bill  in  its  present  form  does  not  contain  all  of  the  provisions 
which  were  included  in  the  original  departmental  recommendations, 
but  provides  in  substantial  measure  additional  authority  needed  for 
the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  components. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  legislation  in  fiscal  year  1959  as  compared 
with  fiscal  year  1955  is  shown  below. 

The  following  has  been  prepared  to  show  the  4  areas  where  the  esti¬ 
mated  costs  for  training  the  reserves  will  increase  from  $710  million 
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appropriated  in  fiscal  year  1955  to  an  estimated  obligation  in  fiscal 
year  1959  of  $1,928  million. 

(a)  The  number  of  reservists  in  a  drill-pay  status,  that  is,  those 
attending  periodic  drills  plus  2  weeks  training  annually,  increases  from 
an  estimated  838,000  on  June  30,  1955,  to  1,716,000  on  June  30,  1959. 
On  a  per  capita  cost  basis  this  will  require  about  $871  million  over  that 
appropriated  in  fiscal  year  1955  for  such  training. 


Estimated  number  of  reset  vists  in  drill-pay,  in  thousands 


Army 

Navy 

Marine 

Corps 

Air  Force 

Total 

End  fiscal  year  1955 . . 

554 

149 

35 

100 

838 

End  fiscal  year  1959 _ _ _  _  . 

1, 158 

205 

81 

272 

1, 710 

( b )  The  number  of  reservists  who  are  expected  to  attend  15  to  30 
days  annual  training  only,  increases  from  20,750  during  fiscal  year 
1955  to  340,000  during  fiscal  year  1959.  On  a  per  capita  cost  basis 
this  will  require  $98  million  over  that  appropriated  in  fiscal  year  1955 
for  such  training. 


Estimated  number  of  reservists  annual  training  only,  in  thousands 


Army 

Navy 

Marine 

Corps 

Air  Force 

Total 

Fiscal  year  1955 _ _  . . 

13 

5 

3 

21 

Fiscal  year  1959 . . . 

89 

54 

164 

33 

340 

(c)  There  are  no  reservists  in  a  6-month  training  program  in  fiscal 
year  1955.  The  estimated  costs  for  training  100,000  in  such  a  pro¬ 
gram  in  fiscal  year  1959  is  $177  million. 

( d )  The  increase  in  costs  due  to  the  increase  in  pay  for  reservists 
authorized  by  the  Career  Incentive  Act  of  1955  can  be  absorbed 
within  funds  available  for  fiscal  year  1955.  The  estimated  increase 
in  cost  in  fiscal  year  1959  due  to  the  Career  Incentive  Act  is  $72 
million. 

SUMMARY 

The  effects  of  the  above  increases  over  that  appropriated  in  fiscal 
year  1955  are  tabulated  below: 


(a)  Increase  in  pay  drill _  $871,  000,  000 

(b)  Increase  in  annual  training _  98,  000,  000 

(c)  6-month  training  program _  177,  000,  000 

(d)  Career  Incentive  Act _  72,  000,  000 


Total _  1,  218,  000,  000 

Appropriated  in  fiscal  year  1955 _  710,  000,  000 


Estimated  cost  in  fiscal  year  1959 _  1,  928,  000,  000 


The  following  table  shows  the  projected  Ready  Reserve  by  training 
status. 
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[In  thousands] 


Service 

June  30 — 

1956 

1957 

1958 

1959 

Department  of  Defense,  total  _ _ _ 

1,563 

1,936 

2,218 

2,  563 

Pay  drill _  _  _  .  _ 

1,030 

1,239 

1,445 

1,716 

Annual  only  _  _  _ 

57 

291 

316 

340 

No  drill _ _ _ 

476 

406 

457 

507 

Army,  total...  _ _ 

929 

1,089 

1,250 

1,482 

Pay  drill _ 

665 

805 

946 

1,158 

Annual  only _ _ _ 

29 

49 

69 

89 

No  drill . .  . 

235 

235 

235 

235 

Navy,  total  _ _ __  _ 

313 

380 

iM 

LC 

1 

531 

Pay  drill _ 

171 

181 

194 

205 

Annual  only _  _ _  _  _ 

20 

28 

36 

54 

No  drill _  _ 

122 

171 

222 

272 

Marine  Corps,  total _  _ _ 

174 

210 

243 

245 

Pay  drill _ 

51 

60 

70 

81 

Annual  only _ _  _ _ 

4 

150 

173 

164 

No  drill . . . -------  -  - . .  .  _ _ 

119 

Air  Force,  total _ _  _ _ _ _ 

147 

257 

273 

305 

Pay  drill _ _ _ 

143 

193 

235 

272 

Annual  only..  _  _  . 

4 

64 

3K 

33 

No  drill _ 

Changes  in  Existing  Law 

In  compliance  with  subsection  4  of  rule  XXIX  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  there  is  printed  herewith  in  roman  type  existing 
law  in  which  no  change  is  proposed;  existing  law  proposed  to  be 
omitted  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets,  and  new  matter  is  printed 
in  italics: 

ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT  OF  1952 

Sec.  205.  (a)  The  Ready  Reserve  consists  of  those  units  or  members  of  the 
reserve  components,  or  both,  who  are  liable  for  active  duty  either  in  time  of 
war,  in  time  of  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by 
the  President,  or  when  otherwise  authorized  by  law. 

(b)  The  authorized  aggregate  personnel  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall 
not  exceed  a  total  of  [one  million  five  hundred  thousand]  two  mi  lion  nine  hundred 
thousand. 

Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required  to  serve  in  a  reserve  component  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  shall,  upon  becoming  a  member  of  a  reserve  component,  be  placed 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  his  Armed  Force  for  the  remainder  of  his  required 
term  of  service  unless  eligible  for  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  under  sub¬ 
section  (f)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Any  member  of  the  reserve  components  in  an  active  status  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  Act  may  be  placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

(c)  All  units  and  members  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and 
Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
Army  and  the  Air  Force,  respectively. 

(d)  All  members  of  the  reserve  components  assigned  to  units  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  which  are  designated  as  units  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

(e)  Subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secretary  may  prescribe, 
any  member  of  the  reserve  components  may,  at  any  time  upon  his  request,  be 
placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  if  qualified. 

(/)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  any  armed  force  of  the  United 
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States  under  any  provision  of  law  after  the  date  which  is  thirty  days  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  who  becomes  a  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve,  by  reason  of  any  provision  of  law  other  than  section  208  (c)  of  this  Act, 
shall  be  required,  while  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  to  ( 1 )  participate  in  not  less 
than  forty-eight  scheduled  drills  or  training  periods  and  to  perform  not  more  than 
seventeen  days  of  active  duty  for  training,  during  each  year,  or  ( 2 )  perform  annually 
not  more  than  thirty  days  of  active  duty  for  training.  Any  such  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  ( except  any  member  enlisted  therein  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (C)  of  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act)  who  in  any  year  fails  to  perform  such 
training  duty  satisfactorily ,  as  determined  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  pursuant  to 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent, 
to  perform  additional  active  duty  for  training  for  not  more  than  forty-five  days.  If 
such  failure  occurs  during  the  final  year  of  any  period  of  obligatory  membership  in 
the  Ready  Reserve,  such  membership  shall  be  extended  for  such  time,  not  exceeding  six 
months,  as  may  be  required  for  the  performance  by  such  member  of  such  additional 
active  duty  for  training. 

[(f)]  ( g )  Except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress,  any  member  of  the  reserve  components  who  is  not  serving  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  shall,  upon  his  request,  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  tlie  Standby  Reserve  for  the  remainder  of  his  term  of  service — • 

(1)  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  Unitedl 
States  for  not  less  than  a  total  of  five  years; 

(2)  if,  having  served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  for  a  total  of  less  than  five  years,  he  has  satisfactorily  participated, 
as  determined  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  in  an  accredited  training  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which  when  added  to  his  period  of 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  totals  not  less  than 
five  years  or  such  lesser  period  of  time  as  the  appropriate  Secretary  (with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of  a  Secretary  of  a 
Military  Department)  may  prescribe  in  the  case  of  satisfactory  participa¬ 
tion  in  such  accredited  training  programs  as  the  appropriate  Secretary 
may  designate; 

(3)  if  he  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  for  not  less  than  twelve  months  between  December  7,  1941,  and 
September  2,  1945,  and,  in  addition  thereto,  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  not  less  than  twelve  months  subse¬ 
quent  to  June  25,  1950;  or 

(4)  if  he  has  served  as  a  member  of  one  or  more  reserve  components 
subsequent  to  September  2,  1945,  for  not  less  than  eight  years. 

C(g)3  W  No  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
without  the  consent  of  the  governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia  concerned. 

[(h)  ]  (i)  Subsection  (f)  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  member  of  the 
reserve  components  in  the  Ready  Reserve  while  serving  under  an  agreement 
to  remain  therein  for  a  stated  period.  J 

[(i)]  (j)  Subject  to  subsection  (g)  of  this  section,  any  member  of  the  reserve’ 
components  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred  into  the  Standby  Reserve, 
or  into  the  Retired  Reserve  if  qualified  and  if  he  makes  application  therefor, 
in  accordance  with  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secretary  (with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  the  case  of  a  Secretary  of  a  Military 
Department)  may  prescribe. 

( k )  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  each  Armed  Force  of  the  United 
States  shall  provide  a  system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 

( 1 )  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those  members  or  units  during  a 
mobilization; 

( 2 )  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military  skills; 

( 3 )  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing  critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be 
retained  in  numbers  beyond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  persons 
who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  overriding  requirement; 

(J)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  military  requirements,  recognition 
is  given  to  participation  in  combat;  and 

(5)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  whose  mobilization  in  an  emergency  would 
result  in  extreme  personal  or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 
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(l)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  the  Coast  Guard),  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has  not 
completed  his  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be 
transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve  ivhenever  the  reason  for  his  transfer  to  the  Standby 

Reserve  no  longer  exists. 

Sec.  233.  (a)  In  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress,  or  when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the  members  thereof, 
or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such, 
of  any  reserve  component  may,  by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  the  duration  of  the  war  or  national  emergency  and  for  six  months  thereafter, 
but  members  on  an  inactive  status  list  or  in  a  retired  status  shall  not  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  without  their  consent  unless  the  appropriate  Secretary  (with  the 
approval  of  the  Secret  rry  of  Defense  in  the  case  of  a  Secretary  of  a  Military  De¬ 
partment)  determines  that  adequate  numbers  of  qualified  members  of  the  reserve 
components  in  an  active  status  or  in  the  inactive  National  Guard  in  the  required 
category  are  not  readily  available.  No  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  under  this  subsection  until  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  has 
determined  that  such  member  is  available  for  active  duty. 

(b)  (1)  In  time  of  national  emergency  hereafter  proclaimed  by  the  President 
or  when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the  members  thereof,  or  any 
member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  in 
(the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  component  may,  by  competent  authority,  be 
ordered  to  and  required  to  perform  active  duty  involuntarily  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  twenty-four  consecutive  months:  [ Provided ,  That  Congress  shall  deter¬ 
mine  the  number  of  members  of  the  reserve  components  necessary  for  the  national 
security  to  be  ordered  to  active  duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection  prior  to  the 
exercise  of  the  authority  contained  in  this  subsection.]  Provided,  That  not  more 
than  one  million  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  all  reserve  components  may  be 
required  to  perform  active  duty  involuntarily  at  any  time  unless  the  Congress  snail 
have  authorized  the  exercise  of  the  authority  contained  in  this  subsection  with  respect 
to  a  larger  number. 

******* 

(h)  Under  such  regulations  os  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe  any  person 
who,  while  a  member  of  a  reserve  component,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained 
minister  of  religion  shad  be  entitled  upon  his  request  to  a  discharge  from  the  reserve 
component  of  which  he  is  a  member.  No  member  of  any  reserve  component  shall  be 
required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  or  to  participate  in  active  training  and  service,  active 
duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  training,  while  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a 
recognized  theological  or  divinity  school. 

*  *  *  *  *  *  * 

Chapter  7  of  Part  II 

Sec.  260.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe , 
each  military  department  of  the  Department  of  Defense  shall  cause  to  be  prepared 
and  maintained  an  accurate  record  of  the  number  of  members  of  each  Pass  of  each 
\eserve  component  who  during  each  fiscal  year  have  satisfactorily  participated  in 
'(1)  active  duty  for  training,  and  (2)  inactive  duty  training  with  pay. 

(b)  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shcl1  transmit  to  the  President 
and  to  the  Congress  a  report  which  shall  contain  an  account  of  the  status  of  training 
of  each  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  the  progress  made  in  the  strengthen¬ 
ing  of  the  reserve  components,  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Chapter  8 — Special  Enlistment  Programs 

Sec.  261.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secretary  shall  prescribe, 
any  person  who  is  qualified  for  enlistment  for  active  duty  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard,  and  who  has  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  may 
be  enlisted  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  respectively,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a  period  of  eight  years.  Each 
person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such  enlistment  to  perform — 

( 1 )  active  duty  for  a  period  of  two  years; 

(2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which, 
when  added  to  service  rendered  under  paragraph  (1),  will  total  five  years;  and 

(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  enlistment  as  a  member  of  the  Standby 
Reserve. 
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Sec.  262.  (a)  Until  August  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President  determines  that  the 
enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  he  maintained  at 
the  level  which  he  determines  to  he  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may 
authorize  the  acceptance  of  enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense.  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted  only  within  quotas 
prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations  made  by  the  Congress.  No 
enlistment  shall  he  accepted  under  this  section  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve 
component  if  such  enlistment  would  cause  the  strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve  to  exceed 
the  authorized  strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve. 

( b )  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted  from  persons  who — 

(1)  are  qualified  for  induction; 

(2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act;  and 

(8)  have  not  attained  the  age  of  twenty  years. 

In  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
may  authorize  the  enlistment  under  this  section,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (8),  of  persons  who  fulfill  the  requirements  of  paragraphs  ( 1 )  and  (2) 
and  who  have  critical  skills  and  are  engaged  in  civilian  occupations  in  any  critical  a 
defense-supporting  industry  or  in  any  research  activity  affecting  national  defense.  I 

(c)  Each  enlistment  tinder  this  section  shall  be  for  a  period  of  eight  years.  E:ch~ 
person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such  enlistment  ( 1 )  to  pc  form  an  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than  three  months  or  more  than  six  months, 
and  (2)  thereafter  to  perform  satisfactorily  all  annual  training  duty  prescribed  by 
section  208  if)  of  this  Act,  except  that  persons  specially  enlisted  because  of  their  having 
possession  of  critical  skills  may  be  relieved  of  any  obligation  to  perform  the  annual 
training  duty  prescribed  by  section  208  if),  and  upon  the  completion  of  eight  years  of 
such  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  such  enlistment  be  exempt  from  further  liability 
for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  such  Act,  except  r  fter  a  declaration  of  war 
or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  sub¬ 
section.  Each  such  person  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as  he  continues  to 
serve  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary. 

(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  any  person  performing  an  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section  shall — - 

(1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any  period  of  hospitalization  incident 
to  the  performance  of  such  duty,  receive  pay  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month; 

(2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  ( under  four  months )  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  his  eligibility  to  receive  allowances  for  subsistence  or 
for  travel  and  transportation,  or  to  receive  any  benefit  under  title  IV  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended;  and 

(3)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  called  or  ordered  into 

active  service  for  extended  service  in  excess  of  thirty  days  for  the  purpose  ofs 
determining  eligibility  for  any  benefit  made  available  to  members  of  reserveW 
components  by  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  provide  for  members  of  the  reserve 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  suffer  disability  or  death  from  injuries 
incurred  while  engaged  in  active-duty  training  for  periods  of  less  than  thirty 
days  or  while  engaged  in  active-duty  training”,  approved  June  20,  1949  (68  Stat. 
201),  except  that  (A)  no  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  any  benefit  under  section 
621  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  ( B ) 
the  indemnity  accorded  to  such  person  under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act 
of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  terminate  thirty  days  after  the  release  of  such  person 
from  such  initial  period  of  active-duty  training.  ! 

Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  subsection,  no  person  shall  become  entitled, 
by  reason  of  his  performance  of  an  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  under  this 
section,  to  any  right,  benefit,  or  privilege  provided  by  law  for  persons  who  have  per¬ 
formed  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

(e)  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  advise  the  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  shall  report  annually  to  the  Congress,  with  ’ respect  to 
the  welfare  of  persons  performing  initial  periods  of  active  duty  for  training  under 
this  section,  but  shall  have  no  authority  with  respect  to  the  military  training  of  such 
persons  during  such  periods. 

(/)  Any  person  who  completes  satisfactorily  the  initial  period  of  active  duty  for 
training  required  of  him  under  any  enlistment  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  entitled, 
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■upon  application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (/l)  his  release  from  such 
required  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  after  satisfactory  completion  ther.eaf, 
or  (B)  his  discharge  from  hospitalization  incident  to  such  duty  continuing  after  such 
release  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months ,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and 
benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
for  individuals  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  such  Act,  except  that  ( 1 )  any  person 
so  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 
be  discharged  from  such  position  without  cause  within  six  months  after  such  restora¬ 
tion,  and  (2)  no  reemployment  rights  granted  by  this  subsection  shall  entitle  any 
person  to  retention,  preference,  or  displacement  rights  over  a  veteran  with  a  superior 
■claim  under  the  Veterans  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as  amended. 

Sec.  263.  (a)  Within  quotas  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appro¬ 
priations  made  by  the  Congress,  each  person  who  has  been  honorably  released  from 
active  duty  of  not  less  than  eighteen  months'  duration  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  Slates,  and  who,  before  July  1,  1957,  is  accepted  in  conformity  with  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  for  assignment  or  enlistment  under  this 
section  as  an  enlisted  member  of  an  organized  combat  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of 
the  Army  or  Marine  Corps  for  a  period  of  three  years,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a 
bonus  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  monthly  basic  pay  to  which  such  person  would  be 
entitled  for  two  months’  service  on  active  duty  in  the  grade  in  which  he  is  so  assigned 
I  or  enlisted. 

( b )  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secretary  shall  prescribe,  any  indi¬ 
vidual  ivho  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  section  is  serving  under  an  enlistment 
entered  into  under  any  other  provision  of  law  in  an  active  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
which  is  designated  under  this  section  as  an  organized  combat  unit,  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  therefrom  for  the  convenience  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  reenlist¬ 
ment  in  such  unit  under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

(c)  No  assignment  or  enlistment  may  be  accepted  under  this  section  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  any  reserve  component  if  such  assignment  or  enlistment  would  cause  the 
strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized  strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve. 
No  member  of  the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  Stales  may  be  assigned,  enlisted,  discharged,  or  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  training  under  this  section  without  the  consent  of  the  governor  or  other  appropriate 
authority  of  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia  concerned. 

(d)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  such  organized  combat  unit  who,  during  any  year 
of  any  period  of  assignment  or  enlistment  for  which  he  has  received  a  bonus  under 
this  section,  fails  to  perform  satisfactorily  all  training  duties  prescribed  for  members  of 
such  unit,  and  whose  failure  is  not  excused  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary,  may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to  perform  additional  active 
duty  for  training  for  not  more  than  forty-five  days.  If  such  failure  occurs  during 
the  third  year  of  any  such  period  of  assignment  or  enlistment,  such  assignment  or 
enlistment  shall  be  extended  for  such  time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required 
for  the  performance  of  such  additional  active  duty  for  training  by  such  member. 

(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  “organized  combat  unit”  means  a  unit  so 
, designated  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  whose  members  are  trained  for  combat  or 
)  combat-support  service  and  are  required  to  perform  satisfactorily  annual  training 

duty  equal  to  that  prescribed  under  section  208  (/)  of  this  Act. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT,  AS 

AMENDED 

(Public  Law  118,  84th  Congress) 

*  *  *  *  *  *  * 

Sec.  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Governor  of  any  State  determines 
and  issues  a  proclamation  to  the  effect  that  the  authorized  strength  of  any  organ¬ 
ized  unit  of  the  National  Guard  of  his  State  cannot  be  maintained  by  the  enlist¬ 
ment  or  appointment  of  persons  referred  to  in  subsection  6  (b)  (2)  or  persons  who 
are  not  liable  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  any  person  who  prior  to 
attaining  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months,  prior  to  the  determination  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the 
National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by  current  appro¬ 
priations,  and  prior  to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him  to  report  for  induction,  enlists 
or  accepts  appointment  in  any  such  organized  unit  shall  be  deferred  from  training 
and  service  under  this  title  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 
member  of  such  organized  unit.  No  person  who  has  or  may  be  deferred  under  the 
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provisions  of  this  clause  shall  by  reason  of  such  deferment  be  liable  for  training  j 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  subsection  (h) 
hereof  after  he  has  attained  the  twenty-eighth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 
No  such  person  who  has  completed  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  an 
organized  unit  of  the  National  Guard,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed 
active  duty  for  training  with  an  Armed  Force  for  three  consecutive  months,  shall  be 
liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  ’ 
war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955. 

(B)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (b),  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection, 
[or  clause  (A)  J  or  clause  (A),  or  clause  {&),  or  clause  ( D )  of  this  paragraph,  no  ‘ 
person  who  shall  become  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  after  the  effective  i 
date  of  this  title  shall  thereby  be  exempt  from  registration  or  training  and  service 
by  induction  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

(C)  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  \ 
Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  determines 
to  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the  acceptance  of  , 
enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve  under  regulations  prescribed  by  \ 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  authorized  by  this  clause  may  be  accepted 
only  (i)  within  auotas  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned  A 
and  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations  made  by  the  Congress,  awl  ■ 
(ii)  from  persons  who  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  and 
who  have  not  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months.  Any  person  so 
enlisted  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  Act  so  long  as  he  con- 
tinues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  such  Ready  Reserve. 
No  person  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  clause  shall  by  reason  of  such  defer-  I 
ment  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  by  reason  of  subsection  (h) 
of  this  section  after  he  has  attained  the  twenty-eighth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his 
birth. 

( D )  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pursuant  to  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  each  person  deferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
clause  ( C )  hereof  may  volunteer  to  perform  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  as  \ 
provided  by  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  such  section.  No  such  person  who  has  1 
completed  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the 
Ready  Reserve,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed  active  duty  for  training 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  three  months  or  more  than  six  months,  shall  be  liable 
for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  ! 
or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  clause.  I 

(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  Act,  the  President,  under  such  i 

rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  may  provide  that  any  person  enlisted  or 
appointed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  conferred  by  this  subsection  or  under  section  262  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who  fails  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member 
of  such  Ready  Reserve  may  be  selected  for  training  and  service  and  inducted  into  the  I 
armed  force  of  which  such  reserve  component  is  a  part,  prior  to  the  selection  and  A 
induction  of  other  persons  liable  therefor.  .  ■ 

6.  (d)  Officers’  Training;  Deferment  of  Students  Authorized. — (1) 
Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any 
person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continu¬ 
ance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve 
Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the-  | 
naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the  i 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’"  j 
candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,.  1 
or  the  officer  procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard 
Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  while  undergoing 
professional  training;  (B)  agrees  in  writing  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered, 
and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department  having 
jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt 
of  a  commission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in  accordance  ! 
with  his  obligation  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred 
from  induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termination  of  the 
course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or  reserve  status 


PROVIDING  FOR  STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE  FORCES  33 


upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such 
persons,  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an  initial  period 
of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active  military  training  ana  service, 
shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training 
equal  (as  determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There 
shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any  person  who 
has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  return  for  financial  assistance 
while  attending  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of 
not  to  exceed  one  year.  Upon  the  successful  completion  by  any  person  of  the  required 
course  of  instruction  under  any  program  listed  in  clause  (A)  of  the  first  sentence  of 
this  paragraph,  such  person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in  the  appropriate  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  if  he  is  otherwise  qualified  for  such  appointment. 
If,  at  the  time  of  such  appointment,  the  drmed  force  in  which  such  person  is  com¬ 
missioned  does  not  require  his  service  on  active  duty  in  fulfillment  of  the  obligation 
undertaken  by  him  in  compliance  with  clause  ( B )  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph, 
such  person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  didy  for  training  with  such  armed  force  in 
the  grade  in  which  he  was  commissioned  for  a  period  of  six  months.  Upon  completion 
of  such  period  of  active  duty  for  training,  such  person  shall  be  returned  to  inaditt 
^  duty  and  shall  be  assigned  to  an  appropriate  reserve  unit  until  the  eighth  anniversary 
of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section.  So  long  as 
such  pe  son  performs  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  as  determined  under  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  he  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and 
service  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  If  such  person  fails  to  perform  satisfactory 
service  in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not  excused  under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Seer  tary  of  Defense,  his  commission  may  be  revoked  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
military  department  concerned.” 

o 
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1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  848 

H.  R.  7000 

[Report  No.  840] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

July  5, 1955 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

July  13, 1955 

Reported  by  Mr.  Russell,  with  an  amendment 
[Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  Insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 


To  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

4  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  -f6d 

4  StaU  601) ,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows-* 

5  -f4}-  Section  4  -fd)-  -fd-)-  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
q  words  -eight  years-  and  substituting  in  heu  thereof  the 


7  words  nun  years--.- 
g  -(A)-  Seetion  4  -fd)-  -fd)-  is  furtlrer 
9  at  the  end  thereof  the  followings  “Dn 
4Q  any  person  who,  while  otherwise  subp 
44  of  this  Aetj  becomes  a  regular  or  duly 
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religion  shall,  at  his  request?  he  entitled  1©  a  discharge  in 
aeeordanee  with  regulatiens  adopted  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  :-  P-mvidvd  further  That  a  student  preparing  for  the 
ministry  in  a  recognized  theologieal  or  divinity  selsool  shah 
not  he  rcqnired  to  serve  on  active  daty,  active  training  and 
serviee,  active  dnty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
while  in  sueh  status :  Provided,  further^  That  subjeet  to  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  concerned  any  person 
enlisting  in  the  -Army  Reserve,-  the  Naval  Reserve,  the 
Marino  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  for  a  period  of  she  .years,  which  enlistments 
are  hereby  authorized,  must  agree  to  accept  active  duty  for  a 
period  of  two  years.-  Following  completion  of  sueh  dutvy 
he  shall  be  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  thne  spent  on  active  duty?  shah 
total  five  years?  providing  he  participates  satisfactorily.-. 

-f3 )-  Subsection  C  -fef  is  amended  by  changing  the  des¬ 
ignation  of  present  clause  -(R)-  paragraph  -(h)-  to  clause 
-(C) ,  and  inserting  new  clause  -(Rf  as  follows-: 

-Until  July  R  T959,  whenever  the  President  finds  that 
the  authorized  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  he  maintained  at 
the  strengths  deemed  sufficient  by  him,-  he  may  authorize, 
under  such  regulations  as  may  he  prescribed  by  the  Sccrc 
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tary  el  Defense,  wkiok  regulations  shall  net  require  more 
tkan  six  montks  active  duty  fee  training,  that  volunteers  ke 
acceptcdj  witkin  quotas  to  ke  established  by  kirn  (Ike  quotas 
eel  to  execed  a  total  el  two  hundred  and  hftv 

and 


persons  annually  fee  seek 
any  person  wdre  kas  satisfactorily  completed  kigk  sekoel  ee 
kas  rcaeked  Ike  age  ef  49  years  and  who  is  nndee  Ike  age  ef 
29  years  may,  prior  to  Ike  issnanee  ef  orders  for  kirn  to 
report  fee  induction,  volunteer  in  tke  Army  -Reserve,  Aaval 
Reserve^  Marine  Corps  Reserve^  Air  Force  Reserve  or  Coast 
Cuard  Reservej  or  mails  tkercef7  and  seek  perseits  skall  ke 
deferred  from  training  and  serviee  under  tke  previsions  ef 
tke  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  so  long  as  ke  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 
member  of  suck  reserve  component  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  tkis  Aetr  Any  person  deferred  under  tke 
of  tkis  section  skall  remain  kakle  for  induction  until 
tke  twenty-eighth  anniversary  of  kis  birtk  if  ke  ecases  to 
satisfactorily  participate  in  suck  reserve  components.  - 

-(4)-  Subsection  9  -fdf  -(4f  amended  by  adding  at  tke 
end  tkereof  tke  following:  “U-pon  graduation  persons  wko 
successfully  complete  tke  Army  RQTC,  Aaval  ROTO,  or  Air 
Force  ROTC  course  or  tke  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders1 
Cass  and  are  qua  liked  skak  ke  commissioned  in  tke  reserve  of 
tke  appropriate  servicer  Thereafter,-  suck  persons  in  cxeess 
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el  the  active  forces  requirements  existing  at  that  time,-  shah 
be  ordered  le  active  duly  tor  training  lor  a  period  el  six 
months  with  the  service  in  which  commissioned-;  Upon  the 
completion  ol  such  active  duty  lor  training  saeli  person  shah 
he  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an  appropriate 
reserve  unit  lor  the  remainder  ol  the  military  obligation. 
hhe  Secretary  ol  Defense  shah  develop  standards  and  regu- 
s  to  require  satisfactory  participation  by  sneh  a  person. 
to  meet  these  standards  may  result  in  his  commission 
in  the  reserve  being  revoked.'’ 

-fh)-  Add  new  subsection  b  -(p)-  as  follows-; 

■ -Alot  wlthst  ending  any  other  provision  ol  this  Act,  no 
person  who  is  honorably  discharged  upon  the  completion 
ol  eight  years  ol  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  enlistment 
or  appointment  under  the  authority  of  subsection  -fe)^  para¬ 
graph  -(-2-) ,  clause  -{44)-  of  this  sectioig  which  satisfactory 
service  includes  six  consecutive  months  of  active  duty  for 

the  Secretary  of  Defense,  shall  he  liable  for  induction  for- 
training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  deelara- 
tion  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  €on gross 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection.  Uor 
the  purposes  of  this  Aet  the  words  -‘active  duty  for  training- 
mean  full  time  duty  in  the  active  military  service  of  the 
United  States  for  training  purposes?  4-he  National  Seen- 
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rity  Training 


shah  net  m  an  advisory 


to  fee 


fury  el  Release  and  fee  fees 


as  Com- 


ooly  wife  respeet  to  fee  w  (4  fa  re  of  persons  while 
sorting  on  active  doty  for  training  for  sfe  months  under 
feis  suhseetiom  The  Nntional  Security  Training  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  report  wife  respeet  to  fee  welfare  of  seek  per¬ 
sons  annually  to  fee  Congress.  The  adviee  and  reports  ren¬ 
dered  hy  fee  -National  Security  Training  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  seetien  shah  he  wife  reference  to  the  welfare 
of  fee  persons  involved  and  not  with  respeet  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  training  required:  The  dhesident  is  authorized-,-  under 
sueh  redes  and  regulations  as  he  may  prcscrihe7  to  provide 
for  the  selection  of  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
critical  defense  supporting  industries  and  research  who  may 
he  allowedj  notwithstanding  their  age  at  the  time  they 
are  ordered  to  report  for  induction:  to  fulfill  their  military 
obligation  hy  serving  on  aetive  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  under  the 
terms  of  this  subsectiom  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  lawj  a  person  while  undergoing  sk  months1  active 
duty  for  training  provided  for  in  this  subsection  shah — 

“  (i)  he  entitled  to  pay  m  the  amount  of  $50  a 
mouthy  as  weh  as  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  inci¬ 
dent  thcretos 
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U 


-fit)-  for  the  purposes  el  subsistence  met  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  44-  el  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  el  1949T  as  amended?  he  treated  as 
il  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E— 4  (under  leur 
months)  ■;  and 

-fin)-  he  entitled  te  the  bone-fits  authorised  lor 
by  Public  low  -3-08,  Eighty  first  Congress? 
approved  June  2th  1919  -ffifi  StaE  204)  -fler  the  pur¬ 
poses  ol  which  the  term  Active  duty  lor  training’  shall 
he  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval  or  military  service’) , 
except  that  he  shall  not  he  entitled  to  the  benefits  ol  sec¬ 
tion  024  ol  the  National  Service  dale  Insurance  Act  ol 
4444th  as  amended,  and  the  automatic  indemnity  cov¬ 
erage  mid  or  the  Servicemen's  Indemnity  Act  ol  4-954, 
as  amended?  shall  be  limited  to  thirty  days  alter  sepa 
ration  or  release  thorn  the  initial  six  months  ol  active 

-ffif  Section  9  -(g)-  is  amend* 
new  paragraph,  to  he  known  as 
follows : 


by  adding  the  following 
-fd-}-?  to  read  as 


“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  ol  aeti-ve  duty 
lor  training  pursuant  to?  and  as  defined  in  subsection  fi  -fph 
of  this  Act  shall  he  entitled,  upon  application  for  re  employ 
mont  within  sixty  days  alter  -faf  release  following  satisfac¬ 
tory  completion  of  required  training  or  -(h)-  from 
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nation  continuing  ate  discharge  fee  a  {teed  of  not  more  tea 
she  monthly  to  ah  reemployment  right*  ami  heteits  provided 
by  this  section  m  the  ease  el  persons  enlisted  mater  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title?  except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a 
position  in  aecordanee  with  the  pro-visions  of  this  title  shaft 
not  he  discharged  from  sneh  position  withont  cause?  within 
she  months  after  sneh  restoration^ 

See  -hr  Section  dQH  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 


(  h  o  >  l  »  £i 

\  j  to  i  i  rurvs  j  ctt^ 


of  1952  -(Rublie  Raw  476, 
amended,  is  further  amended  as 

-(4-)-  Redesignating  subsections  -(g)-y  -(h)-?  and  -(if  as 
-(h)-?  -(+)-?  »+++d  difr  and  adding  a  new  snhseetion  -(g)-  as 
follows : 


U 


(O*  \  -TJji  I  /  j  1)  o]uyi  on  1  >  IV  1  >\T  1  o  /niol)  >  w  O'en,!  i 

^  J  l_7m ilvoTT  t7Txl  11  \X  lnv  J7I  V  JAlv  1 1  TtHT  T7T  >Vy  rni  1 1  trv't i 

t?  or  appointed  m  the  Active  F-erees  after 
duty  d7y  F95d,  shall  open  his  release  from  active  service 
become  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve?  Thereafter  sneh 
person  may  he  repaired  to  perform  active  duty  for  training 
or  inactive  duty  training  in  the  following  manner: 

“-(F)-  An  annual  minimum  of  forty- eight  assemblies 
for  drill ;  or 

“  (2)  When  authorized  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
eoneer-ned?  other  equivalent  periods  of  trainingy 
and  in  addition  to  either  -(4)-  or  -(d)-  abovoy  an  annual  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen  days/- 
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a  member  el  ike  Ready  Reserve  el  Ike  re¬ 


serve  compendia  el  ike  Army  Reserve,  Ike  Revel  Reserve, 
Ike  Rarine  Corps  Reserve,  Ike  Air  Reree  Reserve?  and  Ike 
Coast  Cuard  Reserve  eleels  eel  le  participate  ie  ftey  el  Ike 

seek  member  shall  ke  efiered  Ike 
el  active  duty  ler  training  el  eel  le  exceed  tkirty- 
days  aeeeftliyr  Aey  member  el  Ike  Ready  Reserve  el  Ike 
reserve  component  el  Ike  Army  Reserve,  Ike  Revel  -Re- 
server  ike  Ravine  Cerps  Reserve,-  Ike  Air  Eeree  Reserve, 


and  Ike  Coasl  Cnard  Reserve  wke  lails 


refusal, - 


vvkcn  aide  le  perform  kis  obligation  pursuant  le  Ike  above 
alternatives,  may  by  competent  authority  ke  ordered  le  and 
required  le  perform  active  duly  ler  training?  without  kis 
consent,  ler  net  le  exceed  -forty  five  days  annually.  Eetwitk 
standing  any  etker  previsien  el  law?  a  person  wke  seized 
en  active  duly  in  Ike  Armed  Forces  prior  le  July  2-7?  E9-53? 
will  net  ke  required;  unless  ke  kas  agreed  er  may  hereafter 
agree,  le  participate  in  active  duly  for  training  er  in  in¬ 
active  dnlv  training  in  Ike  Ready  Rescrver 

-fdf  Section  20 8-  -fff  is  amended  by  striking  eut  Ike 
words  Arpen  kis  requestA 

-fJf  Subsection  -fj)-  as  redesignated  is  amended  by 
deleting  where  it  appears  therein  and  sakstitutmg  -(k)- 
Add  a  new  subsection  -fk)-  as  follows-? 
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“  (k  )-  Pndcr  regulations  prescribed  by  the  -President 
each  Armed  Force  of  Pro  Fnltod  States  shad  provide  ft 
system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  tbe 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  tbat — 

^-fuf  no  signitieftnt  attrition  wilt  oeeur  to  those 
members  or  miits  during  a  mobilization-* 

there  mid  be  a  proper  ladanee  of  military- 

m  r  i  i.o  » 

^^-fef  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  possessing  erd- 
ieal  civilian  sk-ills  mid  not  be  retained  in  numbers  be¬ 
yond  the  requirements  for  those  skids  except  for  persons 
mho  liave  military  skids  for  mkiek  there  is  an 


-fd)-  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  mili¬ 


tary 


m 


is  given  to 


r~  and 

■“  (e)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  mliosc  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  mould  result  in  extreme  personal 
hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 


-(d)-  Add  a  nem  subsection  -(f)-  as  h 
“(1)'  Fnder  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.” 

«/ 

- 2 


H.  E. 7000 
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f  1  w  t  1  vVl  S  ’  1  f  il/  C<  i  \  f  Q/y/tf  1/V1>  O  Q  Q 
1 1 1 V  1 71  irviMUI  In  T7T  HI"  tluJ  1  77777/ 

-fa-)-  el  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  -Aet  el  4-952  in  dme 

9 

el  warr  er  el  national  emergency  declared  ky  (-'ongresy 
alter  tke  enactment  el  this  amendatory  Aetj  members  el 
ike  Standby  Reserve  may  be  erdered  te  active  daty  only 
alter  a  deternnnntion  el  availabilitv  kv  tke  Dir  eater  el 


Selective  Servicer 


Eta  4r  Section  205  -fkf  el  tke  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  el  4952  la  amended  ky  striking  tke  words  “one  million 
live  knndrcd  thousand”  and  inserting  tke  words  -4wo 
nine  hundred 


SEOrkr  4dm 


el  Defense  ska  11  cause  reeerds  te 


ke  maintained  in  tke  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
praetieakkg  on  the  number  el  persons  participating  in  active 
dnty  ler  training  m  tke  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
states  whk  payr  4ke  Secretary  el  Defense  skall  report  m 
Oannary  el  eaek  year  te  tke  President  and  te  tke  Congress 
on  tke  progress  as  te  tke  strengtkemng  el  tke  Reserve 


Secs  Or  Section  230  -fk)-  -f4)-  amended  ky  deleting 
tke  period  at  ike  end  thereof  and  adding  tke  following : 
an  excess  el  4pttOPOO  members  comprised  el  units  and 
members  thereof  er  any  member  net  assigned  te  a  amt 
for  tke  purposes  as  serving  as  suck--. 
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That  this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “ Reserve  Forces  Act  of 


1955”. 


AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT  OF 


1952 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (50  U.  S.  C.  925  (b) )  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  words  uone  million  five  hundred  thou¬ 
sand"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  utwo  million 
nine  hundred  thousand” . 

(b)  Section  208  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  (1 )  redesig¬ 
nating  subsections  (f),  (g),  (h) ,  and  (i )  thereof  as  subsec¬ 
tions  (g),  (h),  (i),  and,  (j),  respectively,  and  (2)  inserting, 
immediately  after  subsection  (e)  thereof,  the  following  new 
subsection : 

“(f)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) , 
each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  any  armed 
force  of  the  United  States  under  any  provision  of  law 
after  the  date  which  is  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  who  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Read y  Reserve,  by  reason  of  any  provision  of  law 
other  than  section  208  (c)  of  this  Act,  shall  be  required, 
while  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  to  (1)  participate 
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in  not  less  than  forty-eight  scheduled  drills  or  training  periods 
and  to  perform  not  more  than  seventeen  days  of  active  duty 
for  training ,  during  each  year,  or  (2)  perform  annually 
not  more  than  thirty  days  of  active  duty  for  training.  Any 
such  member  of  the  lleady  Reserve  ( except  any  member  en¬ 
listed  therein  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (C)  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act)  who  in  any  year  fails 
to  perform  such  training  duty  satisfactorily,  as  determined 
by  the  appropriate  Secretary  pursuant  to  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  may  be  ordered,  without 
his  consent,  to  perform  additional  active  duty  for  training 
for  not  more  than  forty-five  days.  If  such  failure  occurs 
during  the  final  year  of  any  period  of  obligatory  membership 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  such  membership  shall  be  extended 
for  such  time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required 
for  the  performance  by  such  member  of  such  additional  active 
duty  for  training 

(c)  Section  208  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  928)  is 
further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsections: 

' '  ( k )  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President, 
each  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a 
system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 
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“( 1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills; 

(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  possessing  criti¬ 
cal  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  beyond 
the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  persons  who 
have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  overriding 
requirement; 

“( 4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and 
military  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  combat;  and 

“( 5)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast 
Guard),  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has  not 
completed  his  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve, 
ivhenever  the  reason  for  his  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
no  longer  exists 

(d)  Section  233  ( a)  of  such  Act  ( 50  U.  S.  C.  961 

H.  E.  7000 - 3 
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1  (a))  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow- 

2  ing  new  sentence:  “No  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may 

3  be  ordered  to  active  duty  under  this  subsection  until  the 

4  Director  of  Selective  Service  has  determined  that  such  mem- 

5  ber  is  available  for  active  duty.'' 

6  (e)  The  proviso  contained  in  section  233  (b)  (1)  of 

7  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961  (b)  (1))  is  amended  to  read 

8  as  follows:  “ Provided ,  That  not  more  than  one  million  mem- 

9  bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  all  reserve  components  may 

10  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  involuntarily  at  any  time 

11  unless  the  Congress  shall  have  authorized  the  exercise  of  the 

12  authority  contained  in  this  subsection  with  respect  to  a  larger 

13  number”. 

14  (f)  Section  233  of  such  Act  (50  'U.  S.  C.  961)  is 

15  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 

16  new  subsection : 

17  (h)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

18  shall  prescribe  any  person  who ,  while  a  member  of  a  reserve 

19  component,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 

20  religion  shall  be  entitled  upon  his  request  to  a  discharge  from 

21  the  reserve  component  of  which  he  is  a  member.  No  member 

22  of  any  reserve  component  shall  be  required  to  serve  on 

23  active  duty,  or  to  participate  in  active  training  and  service, 

24  active  duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  training,  while  pre- 


1  paring  for  the  ministry  in  a  recognized  theological  or  divinity 

2  school. 

3  (g)  Chapter  7  of  part  II  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 

4  inserting,  immediately  after  section  259  thereof,  the  following 

5  new  section : 

6  '‘Sec.  260.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary 

7  of  Defense  shall  prescribe,  each  military  department  of  the 

8  Department  of  Defense  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  main- 

9  tained  an  accurate  record  of  the  number  of  members  of  each 

10  class  of  each  reserve  component  who  during  each  fiscal  year 

11  have  satisfactorily  participated  in  (1)  active  duty  for  train- 

12  ing,  and  (2)  inactive  duty  training  with  pay. 

13  "(b)  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

14  shall  transmit  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  a  report 

15  which  shall  contain  an  account  of  the  status  of  training  of  each 

16  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  the  progress 

17  made  in  the  strengthening  of  the  reserve  components,  during 

18  the  preceding  fiscal  year.” 

19  (h)  Part  II  of  such  Act,  as  amended  by  preceding  sub- 

20  sections  of  this  section,  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 

21  thereof  the  following  new  chapter: 

22  “Chapter  8— Special  Enlistment  Programs 

23  “Sec.  261.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appro- 

24  priate  Secretary  shall  prescribe,  any  person  who  is  qualified 

25  for  enlistment  for  active  duty  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
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Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard,  and  who  has  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  may  be 
enlisted  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
respectively,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a 
period  of  eight  years.  Each  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  during  such  enlistment  to  perform — 

“(1)  active  duty  for  a  period  of  two  years; 

“(2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  for  a  period  which,  when  added  to  service  ren¬ 
dered  under  paragraph  (1 ) ,  will  total  five  years;  and 
“(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  enlistment  as 
a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve. 

“Sec.  262.  (a)  Until  August  1,  1959,  whenever  the 
President  determines  that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot 
be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  determines  to  be  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  under  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  under  this 
section  may  be  accepted  only  within  quotas  prescribed  by  the 
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appropriate  Secretary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropria¬ 
tions  made  by  the  Congress.  No  enlistment  shall  be  accepted 
under  this  section  in  the  Heady  Reserve  of  any  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  if  such  enlistment  would  cause  the  strength  of  such 
Ready  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized  strength  of  such  Ready 
R  eserve. 

“( b)  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted 
from  persons  who — 

“(1)  are  qualified  for  induction; 

“( 2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act;  and 

“(3 )  have  not  attained  the  age  of  twenty  years. 

In  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rides  and  regulations 
as  he  may  prescribe,  may  authorize  the  enlistment  under  this 
section,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (3), 
of  persons  who  fulfill  the  requirements  of  paragraphs  (1) 
and  (2)  and  who  have  critical  skills  and  are  engaged  in 
civilian  occupations  in  any  critical  defense-supporting  indus¬ 
try  or  in  any  research  activity ,  affecting  national  defense. 

“(c)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a 
period  of  eight  years.  Each  person  so  enlisted,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  during  such  enlistment  (1)  to  perform  an  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than  three 
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months  or  more  than  six  months,  and  (2)  thereafter  to  per¬ 
form  satisfactorily  all  annual  training  duty  prescribed  by 
section  208  (f)  of  this  Act,  except  that  persons  specially  en¬ 
listed  because  of  their  having  possession  of  critical  skills  may 
be  relieved  of  any  obligation  to  perform  the  annual  training 
duty  prescribed  by  section  208  (f).  Each  such  person  shall 
be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and-  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as 
he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  and  upon 
the  completion  of  eight  years  of  such  satisfactory  service 
pursuant  to  such  enlistment  shall  be  exempt  from  further 
liability  for  induction  for  training  and,  service  under  such 
Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency 
made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
subsection. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  any 
person  performing  an  initial  period,  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  under  this  section  shall — 

“(1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any  period 
of  hospitalization  incident  to  the  performance  of  such 
duty,  receive  pay  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month; 

“( 2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l 
(under  four  months)  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his 
eligibility  to  receive  allowances  for  subsistence  or  for 
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travel  and  transportation,  or  to  receive  any  benefit 
under  title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1,94.9, 
as  amended;  and, 

“(3)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  called  or  ordered  into  active  service  for  extended 
service  in  excess  of  thirty  days  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  eligibility  for  any  benefit  made  available  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  reserve  components  by  the  Act  entitled  lAn  Act  to 
provide  for  members  of  the  reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  suffer  disability  or  death  from  in¬ 
juries  incurred,  while  engaged  in  active  duty  training  for 
periods  of  less  than  thirty  days  or  while  engaged  in 
active  duty  training,  approved  June  20,  1 94.9  ( 03 
St, at.  204),  except  that  (A)  no  such  person  shall  be 
entitled  to  any  benefit  under  section  624  of  the  National 
Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  4940,  as  amended,  and 
(B)  the  indemnity  accorded  to  such  person  under  the 
Servicemen  s  Indemnity  Act  of  4954,  as  amended,  shall 
terminate  thirty  days  after  the  release  of  such  per¬ 
son  from  such  initial  period,  of  active  duty  training. 
Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  subsection,  no  person 
shall  become  entitled,  by  reason  of  his  performance  of  an 
initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section, 
to  any  right,  benefit,  or  privilege,  provided  by  law  for  per¬ 
sons  who  have  performed  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
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“(e)  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
advise  the  President  and  the  Secrelary  of  Defense,  and  shall 
report  annually  to  the  Congress,  with  respect  to  the  welfare 
of  persons  performing  initial  periods  of  active  duty  for 
training  under  this  section,  hut  shall  have  no  authority  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  of  such  persons  during  such 
periods. 

“(f)  Any  person  who  completes  satisfactorily  the  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  required  of  him  under  any 
enlistment  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  he  entitled,  upon 
application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (A) 
his  release  from  such  required  initial  period  of  active  duty 
for  training  after  satisfactory  completion  thereof,  or  ( B )  his 
discharge  from  hospitalization  incident  to  such  duty  continu¬ 
ing  after  such  release  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  six 
months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  hy 
section  9  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
for  individuals  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  such  Act,  ex¬ 
cept  that  (1)  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  he  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause  within  six  months  after 
such  restoration,  and  (2)  no  reemployment  rights  granted  hy 
thi  s  subsection  shall  entitle  any  person  to  retention,  preference, 
or  displacement  rights  over  a  veteran  with  a  superior  claim 
under  the  Veterans  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as  amended. 
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“Sec.  263.  (a)  Within  quotas  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations 
made  by  the  Congress,  each  person  who  has  been  honorably 
released  from  active  duty  of  not  less  than  eighteen  months 
duration  in  the  Armed,  Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  who 
before  July  1, 1957,  is  accepted  in  conformity  with  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  for  assignment  or 
enlistment  under  this  section  as  an  enlisted  member  of  an 
organized  combat  unit  of  the  Beady  Beserve  of  the  Army 
or  Marine  Corps  for  a  period  of  three  years,  shall  be  entitled 
to  receive  a  bonus  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  monthly  basic 
pay  to  which  such  person  would  be  entitled  for  two  months’ 
service  on  active  duty  in  the  grade  in  which  he  is  so  assigned 
or  enlisted. 

“(b)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  prescribe,  any  individual  who  on  the  date  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  section  is  serving  under  an  enlistment  entered 
into  under  any  other  provision  of  law  in  an  active  unit  of 
the  Beady  Beserve  which  is  designated  under  this  section 
as  an  organized  combat  unit,  may  be  discharged  therefrom 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
reenlistment  in  such  unit  under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(c)  No  assignment  or  enlistment  may  be  accepted 
under  this  section  in  the  Beady  Beserve  of  any  reserve  com- 
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ponent  if  such  assignment  or  enlistment  would  cause  the 
strength  of  such  Beady  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized 
strength  of  such  Beady  Reserve.  No  member  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  may  be  assigned,  enlisted,  discharged,  or 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section  without 
the  consent  of  the  governor  or  other  appropriate  authority 
of  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia  concerned. 

“(d)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  such  organized  com¬ 
bat  unit  who,  during  any  year  of  any  period  of  assign¬ 
ment  or  enlistment  for  which  he  has  received  a  bonus  under 
this  section,  fails  to  perform  satisfactorily  all  training 
duties  prescribed  for  members  of  such  unit,  and  whose  failure 
is  not  excused  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary,  may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to 
perform  additional  active  duty  for  training  for  not  more 
than  forty-five  days.  If  such  failure  occurs  during  the 
third  year  of  any  such  period  of  assignment  or  enlistment, 
such  assignment  or  enlistment  shall  be  extended  for  such 
time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required  for  the 
performance  of  such  additional  active  duty  for  training  by 
such  jnember. 

“(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  ‘organized  combat 
unit’  means  a  unit  so  designated  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
whose  members  are  trained  for  combat  or  combat-support 
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service  and  are  required  to  perform  satisfactorily  annual 
training  duty  equal  to  that  prescribed  under  section  208  (f) 
of  this  Act.” 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

AMENDMENTS 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App. 
456  ( c )  (2) ),  is  amended  by — 

(1)  adding  at  the  end  of  clause  (A)  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  “No  such  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of 
an  organized  unit  of  the  National  Guard,  and  who 
during  such  service  has  performed  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  with  an  armed  force  for  three  consecutive  months, 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service 
under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955.” ; 

(2)  striking  out  in  clause  (B)  thereof  the  words 
“or  clause  (A)”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  comma 
and  the  ivords  “or  clause  (A),  clause  (C),  or  clause 
(D )” ;  and 

(3)  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
clauses: 

“(C)  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  the 
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enlisted  strength  of  the  Heady  Reserve  of  the  Army 
Reserve ,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  he  main¬ 
tained  at  the  level  which  he  determines  to  he  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the 
acceptance  of  enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such 
Ready  Reserve  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  authorized  by  this  clause 
may  be  accepted  only  (i)  within  quotas  prescribed,  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned  and 
specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations  made 
by  the  Congress,  and  (ii)  from  persons  who  have  not 
been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  and 
who  have  not  attained,  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six 
months.  Any  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and,  service  under  this  Act  so  long  as  he  con¬ 
tinues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  organized 
unit  of  such  Ready  Reserve.  No  person  deferred  under 
the  provisions  of  this  clause  shall  by  reason  of  such  defer¬ 
ment  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  by  reason  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section  after 
he  has  attained  the  twenty -eighth  anniversary  of  the  date 
of  his  birth. 

“(D)  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as 
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amended,  each  person  deferred’  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  clause  (C)  hereof  may  volunteer  to  perform  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  active  duty  for  training  as  provided  by  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  such  section.  No  such  per¬ 
son  who  has  completed  eight  years  of  satisfactory  serv¬ 
ice  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  Beady  Be- 
serve,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed,  active 
duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  three 
months  or  more  than  six  months,  shall  be  liable  for  in¬ 
duction  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except 
after  a,  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made 
by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  clause. 

“(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this 
Act,  the  President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
he  may  prescribe,  may  provide  that  any  person  enlisted 
or  appointed  in  the  Beady  Beserve  of  any  reserve  compo¬ 
nent  of  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to  authority  con¬ 
ferred  by  this  subsection  or  under  section  262  of  the 
Armed  Foiwes  Beserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who 
fails  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such  Beady 
Beserve  may  be  selected  for  training  and  service  and 
inducted  into  the  armed  force  of  which  such  reserve 
component  is  a  part,  prior  to  the  selection  and  induction 
of  other  persons  liable  therefore 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


26 


(b)  Section  6  (d)  (1 )  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App. 
456  (d)  (1) )  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following :  “ Upon  the  successful  completion  by  any  person 
of  the  required  course  of  instruction  under  any  program  listed 
in  clause  (A)  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such 
person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in  the  appropriate 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  if  he  is  otherwise 
qualified  for  such  appointment.  If,  at  the  time  of  such  ap¬ 
pointment,  the  armed  force  in  which  such  person  is  com¬ 
missioned  does  not  require  his  service  on  active  duty  in  ful¬ 
fillment  of  the  obligation  undertaken  by  him  in  compliance 
with  clause  (B)  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such 
person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  with  such 
armed  force  in  the  grade  in  which  he  was  commissioned  for 
a  period  of  six  months.  Upon  completion  of  such  period  of 
active  duty  for  training,  such  person  shall  be  returned  to 
inactive  duty  and  shall  be  assigned  to  an  appropriate  reserve 
unit  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section.  So  long  as  such 
person  performs  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  as  deter¬ 
mined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  he  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act.  If  such  person  fails  to  perform 
satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not 
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1  excused  under  regulations  'prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 

2  Defense,  his  commission  may  be  revoked  by  the  Secretary 

3  of  the  military  department  concerned 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  July  1,  1955. 

Attest:  RALPH  R,  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  supplemental  appropriation  bill.  Senate  passed  reserve 
foroes  bill.  Sen.  Johnston  criticized,  USDA’s  statement  of  reported  losses  for 
prioe  support  programs, 

/  \ 

/  \ 

HOUSE 


) 


1.  APPROPRIATIONS,  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  7278#  the  supplemental  appropria¬ 

tion  bill  (pp.  9013~63),  Several  items  of  interest  to  the  USDA  were  deleted 
from  the  bill  on  points  of  order  made  by  Rep,  Rabaut  and  sustained  by  the 
Chair:  (l)  s.»380,000  for  "salaries  and  expenses"  in  research;  (2)  ('>15  million 
for  loans  to  low-income  farmers  under  Title  II  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm 
Tenant  Act;  (3)  $5  million  for  ACPS;  (I4.)  GS-17  position  for  CCC  sales  manager; 
(5)  "salaries  and  expenses"  for  the  Mexican  farm  labor  program;  and  (6) 
uniform  allowances.  Rep,  Vtfhitten  once  again  charged  the  USDA  with  failure  to 
aid  the  farmer.  For  additional  items  of  interest  to  the  Agriculture  Cepartment 
see' the  "Digest  of  Daily  Proceedings"  No,  117* 

2.  CONTRACTS,  Received  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  I4.90I4.,  to  extend  the  Re¬ 

negotiation  Aot  of  1951  for  two  years  (H.  Rept.  1188)  (p«  906I4.)* 

\ 

/  \ 

3.  TOBACCO.  The  Abbitt  Subcommittee  of  the  Agrioulture  Committee  approved  the 

following  bills  for  reporting  to  the  full  committee:  H.  R.  70^0,  proposing 
that  tobacco  growers  vote  on  quotas  for  3-year  periods;  and  H.  R.  681*7  and 
H.  R.  681+6,  amending  the  Agricultural  Act  regarding  tobacco  allotments  (p« 

D713). 
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4.  COTTON.  The  Gathings  Subcommittee  of  the  Agricultural  Committee  approved  for, 
reporting  to  the  full  committee  H.  R.  7252,  to  permit  sale  of  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  stock  of  basic  and  storable  nonbasic  agricultural  commodities, 
vdthout  restriction  where  similar  commodities  are  exported  in  raw  or  processed 
form  (p^  D713).  -  ■ 

5*  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  The  Majority  Leader  outlined  the  legislative  program  for 
next  week  as  follows:  Mon.,  July  18,  the  Consent  Calendar  will  be  called  and 
the  follovring  bills  brought  up  under  susnension  of  the  rules:  HY  R*  7225,  the 
Social  Security  Amendments  of  1955;  and  S.  1855.  amending  the  Federal  Airport 
Act.  On  Tues.\  July  19,  the  Private  Calendar  vdll  be  called,  and  during  the 
balance  of  the  week,  the  following  bills  will  be  considered/  H.  R.  56ll+ ,  to 
amend  the  Communicpti ons  Act  of  193^4-5  3.  R.  6373#  to  extend  the  Mineral  Program 
Act;  H.  R.  7072,  the  Federal  aid  highway  construction  bill,  and  S.  2126,  the 
housing  bill  (pp.  90h9~50), 


6.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  Jvily  18  (pp.  9065,  9072), 


SENATE 


7,  ROADS.  Agreed  to  the  confere: 

*  of  the  Interior  to  acquire  ce 
(pe  9090)*  This  bill  will  now 


ce 


report  on  S.  II4.6I4,  authorizing  the  Secretary 
n  rights-of-way  and  timber  access  roads 
sent  to  the  President. 


I 


?e 


R. 


8.  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  The  Finance  Committee  reported  vdthout  amendment  H« 

6099,  to  revise  the  19^6  trade  agreement  between  the  U.  S.  and  the  Philip¬ 
pines  (S.  Rept.  862)  (o,  9077)<> 


>•  CUSTOMS  SIIiPLIFI CATION.  Sen.  Malone  criticized  certain  provisions  of  H.  R. 
60I4.O,  to  amend  the  administrative7 provisions  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  and  to 
repeal  obsolete  provisions  of  the  customs\.aws  (op.  9l4l-7)* 


10.  RESERVE  FORCES.  Passed,  80  to  1,  H.  R.  7000.  to  provide  for  the  strengthening 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  (no.  9090-9125 )• 


!0N.  Sen.  Morse  inserted,  various  resolutions  urging 
providing  for  the  construction  of  Hells  Canyon  Dam 


( 


11.  ELECTRIFICATION;  RECLAMA' 
enactment  of  legislati 
(p.  9076)o 

Sen.  Matkins  inserted  various  statements  and  exd^rpts  from  hearings  favor¬ 
ing  and  opposing  the  proposed  upper  Colorado  Rivep  protest  (r>p*  9131-8)* 

Sep.  Morse  discussed  possible  effects  of .the  proposed  Holla  Canypn  Dam 
and  stated  that  "the  water  rights  objections  to  Hells  Canyon  are  a  phantom”  , 

(pp..  9149-51)/  \ 


12.  SURPLUS  COMMODITIES;  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Sen.  Eastland,  for  himself.  Sens.  Ellender, 
Holland,  Scott,  Young,  Schoepoel,  Aiken,  Thye,  Humphrey,  Hickehlooper, 

Johnston,  and  Clements,  submitted  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute, 
intended  to  be  prooosed  by  them,  jointly,  to  S.  2253.  to  increast/ funds  for 
Publifc  Lav/  1*.80  and  transfer  its  administration  to  USDA  (p.  9078). 


13.  WILDLIFE.  Sen.  Morse  inserted  a  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  editorial  criticizing 
the  proposal  of  the  Interior  Dept,  to  abandon  certain  vi  ldlife  refuges\and 
urged  that  ’’the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  define  his  policy  on  our  national 
wildlife  refuges”  (p,  9080)* 


j 

/ 
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”  so  that  the  language, 
e  end  of  line  5,  page  1, 


“and  main 
beginning 
will  read  as 
So  as  to  support  other  peoples  In  their 
efforts  to  achieve  seV-determination  or  inde¬ 
pendence  under  cirdnmstances  which  will 
enable  them  to  assume  and  maintain  an 
equal  station  among  tlr^  free  nations  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  President,  will  the 


Mr.  GREEN. 

Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  hap£w  to  yield  to 
the  acting  chairman  of  the\Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  GREEN.  I  make  no  objection  to 
the  incorporation  of  the  proposed 
amendment  in  the  concurrent  resolution. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  amendment  is  agreea\to 

The  concurrent  resolution  is  open 
further  amendment. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senate  is  placing  altogether  too  much 
reliance  on  resolutions  of  this  kind.  By 
doing  so,  we  are  not  contributing  ma¬ 
terially  to  the  stability  of  world  affairs. 

I  voted  yesterday  to  report  this  resolu¬ 
tion  from  the  committee  and  would  like 
to  make  clear  why  I  did  so. 

One  trouble  with  such  resolutions  is 
that  if  we  vote  against  them,  our  action 
is  likely  to  be  misinterpreted  and  mis¬ 
understood  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  If  we  vote  for  them,  our  action 
is  likely  to  be  misinterpreted  and  mis¬ 
understood  by  everyone  outside  of  the 
United  States. 

The  concurrent  resolution  now  before 
the  Senate  is  a  very  good  example  of 
that.  If  we  vote  against  it,  we  shall  be 
put  in  the  position  before  the  country 
as  having  voted  for  colonialism;  if  we 
had  voted  for  it  as  it  was  reported,  we 
would  have  been  put  in  the  position  be¬ 
fore  the  world  as  having  encouraged 
revolution  and  as  having  taken  a  slap  at 
our  most  dependable  allies. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  President,  I  could 
not  more  fully  agree  with  the  Senator 
from  Vermont.  A  plethora  of  resolutions  xa  1TOU„ 

at  this  time  is  likely  to  get  us  into  diffi-  •  such  affairs 
culty.  When  we  frame  and  lay  a  matrix"  The  PRESIDING 
of  resolutions  and  weave  them  into  oui* 
foreign  policy,  sometimes  it  is  dangerous 
to  vote  either  for  or  against  them.  We 
want  to  approve  neither  despotism  nor 
colonialism.  Neither  do  we  wapt  to  en¬ 
courage  nor  invite  revolutions 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  the  amendment 
which  has  just  been  agreed  to  greatly 
improves  the  concurrent  Resolution.  In 
voting  for  it.  Senators  will  not  be  encour¬ 
aging  revolution  in  any  country ;  we  shall 
simply  be  expressing/our  willingness  to 
help  the  people  in  such  countries  in  every 
way  possible  to  arrive  at  the  point  where 
they  can  have  self-determination  at  an 
early  date.  T^lat  is  my  understanding 
of  the  resol 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  is  correct.  That  was  the  point  I 
was  trying  to  make.  To  me,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  ap'originally  written  could  not  have 
beexyconstrued  as  anything  else  but  an 
cation  to  revolution  elsewhere.  We 
1  to  express  ourselves,  of  course,  in 
Ivor  of  having  independent,  self-gov- 
^erning,  God-fearing  people  everywhere. 

We  must  not  get  into  the  position  of 
saying  to  our  allies  that  we  are  work¬ 
ing  together  as  friends,  and  then,  on 


the  other  hand,  pass  resolutions  which 
incite  revolution  against  the  very  gov¬ 
ernments  whose  cooperation  and  support 
we  are  courting. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  two  resolutions 
which  the  Senate  has  considered  today 
should  be  harmless,  and  probably  will 
be  helpful;  but  I  still  maintain  that  to 
try  to  regulate  world  affairs  by  resolu¬ 
tion  is  a  rather  risky  business. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  On  this  resolution,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
fore  the  vote  is  taken  on  the  resolution, 
I  wish  to  clarify  my  own  position. 

I  said  a  moment  ago  that  in  the 
committee  I  was  opposed  to  the  resolu¬ 
tion  for  the  reason  which  the  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken!  and  other 
Senators  have  stated.  I  think  we  are 
on  very  dangerous  ground  when  we  seek 
reduce  a  complicated  formula  to 
pie  resolution.  It  simply  is  not 
instrument  to  convey  what  tl 
United  States  Government  really  mea/s. 
I  do  hot  think  this  country  intends  to 
stir  upVevolution.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senate  desires  the  executive  department 
to  move  ih.to  areas  of  the  world  where 
there  is  not  self -determination  and  to 
stir  up  revolution.  / 

I  believe  we  realize  that/iiere  are  still 
many  areas  of  the  world/Where  the  peo¬ 
ple  are  striving  to  achieve  self-govern¬ 
ment  and  self-determination,  but  that 
for  many  reasons  they  are  not  yet  ready 
or  able  to  maintain!  democratic  systems, 
such  as  the  one  tye  ha^q. 

So  I  regret  very  much  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  saw  fit' to  report  the  resolution, 
and  that  th/  Senate  is  to\be  forced  to 
vote  on  it./ 1  sincerely  regret  having  to 
vote  against  it,  not  because  I  disapprove 
of  democratic  self-government  or  the 
gradual  evolution  of  the  people  who  have 
not  yet  achieved  it;  but  I  must  express 
my/ disapproval  of  passing  a  resolution 
which  will  complicate  matters  in  a  way 
-which  is  relatively  unsuitable  to  de^l 


OFFICER.  The  . 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  concurrent 
resolution,  as  amended.  The  yeas  and 
nays  having  been  ordered,  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  I  vote  “present.” 

The  Chief  Clerk  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded  the  call  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that 
the  Senators  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore 
and  Mr.  Kefauver  !  and  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  are  absent 
on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
because  of  illness. 

I  further  announce  that,  if  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Gore],  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Kefauver],  and  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  would 
each  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wi¬ 
ley]  is  absent  on  official  business  for  the 
Subcommittee  on  Juvenile  Delinquency. 


The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Duff]  and  the  Senator  from /Nevada 
[Mr.  Malone]  are  detained  pfi  official 
business.  If  present  and  yoting,  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  ll\£r.  Malone] 
would  vote  “yea.” 


The  result  was  anno/r 
nays  0,  as  follows: 

TEAI^-88 

iced — yeas  88, 

Aiken 

Frear  / 

Monroney 

Allott 

Georg/ 

Morse 

Anderson 

Goldwater 

Mundt 

Barkley 

Gryen 

Murray 

Barrett 

Hayden 

Neely 

Bea« 

Hennings 

Neuberger 

Bender  / 

'Hickenlooper 

O'Mahoney 

Bennett 

Hill 

Pastore 

Bible  / 

Holland 

Payne 

Bricker  / 

Hruska 

Potter 

Bridges  / 

Bush  / 
Butler/ 

Humphrey 

Purtell 

Ives 

Robertson 

Jackson 

Russell 

Byrd/ 

Jenner 

Saltonstall 

Capehart 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Schoeppel 

Carlson 

Kennedy 

Scott 

Oase,  N.  J. 

Kerr 

Smathers 

/Case,  S.  Dak. 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Chavez 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Clements 

Kuchel 

Sparkman 

Cotton 

Langer 

Stennis 

Curtis 

Lehman 

Symington 

Daniel 

Long 

Thurmond 

Dirksen 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Douglas 

Mansfield 

Watkins 

Dworshak 

Martin,  Iowa 

Welker 

Eastland 

Martin,  Pa. 

Williams 

Ellender 

Ervin 

Flanders 

McCarthy 

McNamara 

Millikin 

Young 

Duff 

Gore 

Johnson,  Tex 


ANSWERED  “PRESENT”— 1 
Fulbright 
NOT  VOTING— 7 

Wiley 


Kefauver 

Malone 

McClellan 


So  the  concurrent  resolution  (H.  Con. 
Res.  149),  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 
The  preamble  was  agreed  to. 


DEFENSE  PRODUCTION  ACT  AMEND¬ 
MENTS  OF  1955  ^ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Namara  in  the  chair).  The  Chair  lays 
before  the  Senate  the  unfinished  busi¬ 
ness,  which  will  be  stated  by  title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  2391) 
to  amend  the  Defense  Production  Act  of 
,1950,  as  amended. 


INTERSTATE  COMPACT  TO  CON- 
\  SERVE  OIL  AND  GAS 

Mr.  TONG.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  Chair  lay  before 
the  Senate  a  message  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  regarding  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  38. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Scott  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  to  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J. 
Res.  38)  consenting  to  an  interstate  com¬ 
pact  to  conserve  oil  and  gas,  which  was, 
on  page  17,  strike  outTines  7  through  20, 
inclusive  and  insert: 

Sec.  2.  The  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  shall  make  an  annual  report  to  the 
Congress  for  the  duration  of  the  Interstate 
Compact  to  Conserve  Oil  and  Gas  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  activities  of  the  States 
under  the  provisions  of  such  corwpact  have 
been  consistent  with  the  purpose  as  set  out 
in  article  V  of  such  compact. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  amendment  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 


£090 
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Mr  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  please 
explain  this  matter?  \ 

Mr.  LONG.  It  relates  to  the  interstate 
oil  compact  which  was  passed  on  the 
consent  calendar  in  both  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Seriate.  There 
was  a  minor  difference  between,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  House  versions  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
concur  in  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


\ 

ACQUISITION  OF  CERTAIN  RIGHTS- 

OF-WAY  AND  TIMBER-ACCESS 

ROADS — CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  I  submit  a 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  the  bill  (S.  1464)  to  authorize  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior  to  acquire  certain 
rights-of-way  and  timber-access  roads. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  July  11,  1955,  p.  8819,  Con¬ 
gressional  Record.) 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  this  meas¬ 
ure  relates  to  the  right  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  acquire  access  roads 
in  order  to  reach  certain  property  under 
the  management  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior.  This  measure  would  give 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  rights  sim¬ 
ilar  to  those  now  enjoyed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture. 

The  Senate  conferees  are  willing  to 
agree  to  the  House  language  in  this  in- 
stance 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 


STATUS  OF  VISA  APPLICATIONS 
UNDER  THE  REFUGEE  RELIEF  ACT 
OF  1953 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  as 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  refu¬ 
gees,  escapees,  and  expellees,  I  wish 
again  to  present  the  weekly  report  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Department  of  State  on 
the  status  of  visa  applications  under  the 
Refugee  Relief  Act  of  1953. 

During  the  period  covered  by  this  re¬ 
port,  which  began  on  June  20  and  ended 
June  24,  1,178  immigrant  visas  were  is¬ 
sued.  The  number  for  the  previous  1- 
riyeek  period  was  1,137;  and  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  1-week  period  the  number  of  is¬ 
sued  visas  was  1,020. 

There  has  now  been  a  total  of  36,274 
visas  granted  under  the  Refugee  Relief 
Act  of  1953,  Public  Law  203,  83d  Con¬ 
gress.  The  distribution  by  country  based 
on  the  reporj  of  June  24  is  as  follows; 


Country 

Total  issued 
June  20- 
\  June  24 

\  610/ 

\  133 

\  •  0 
X  228 

/  \65 

/  X 

Far  East _ _ 

Others _ 

TotaVfssued 

date 


21. 930 
5,945 
617 
3,  232 
2,954 
933 
03 


Under  the  terms  of  the  act  4,000  or¬ 
phans  under-the  age  of  10  years  may 
be  admitted  for  adoption  into  homes 
in  the  United  States.  On  June  17,  a 
total  of  1,174  orphan  visas  had  been 
issued.'  Of  this  number,  859  orphan 
children  have  been  admitted  into  this 
country.  When  it  is  realized  that  3,141 
more  orphan  visas  will  be  issued  in  order 
to  comply  with  the  terms  of  this  act,  it 
seems  most  improbable  that  this  may 
be  done  by  December  31,  1956,  the  cut¬ 
off  date  under  the  act. 

Of  the  total  of  36,274  visas  issued  un¬ 
der  sections  of  this  act,  other  than  the 
orphans,  actually  25,524  such  persons 


have  entered  the  country.  This  mear 
that  before  the  expiration  date,  there 
still  remain  to  be  issued  approxima 
169,000  additional  visas,  and  approxi¬ 
mately  180,000  people  will  actuary  have 
to  come  into  this  country. 

I  shall  continue  to  reporyfo  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  the  status  of  vis/  applications 
under  Public  Law  203./  83d  Congress, 
which  was  enacted  to,.f»enefit  victims  of 
the  postwar  world  in  one  of  the  greatest 
humanitarian  movements  of  our  time. 

I  wish  to  point  but  that  I  have  recently 
conferred  with'  persons  in  various  sec¬ 
tions  of  th^  country  who  are  interested 
in  the  refugees.  I  am  convinced  that 
this  law  is  being  construed  just  as  lib¬ 
erally,  as  possible.  The  slowness  of  its 
operation  is,  in  my  opinion,  due  entirely 
to-  the  very  strict  provisions  of  the  act, 
.-provisions  which  are  in  no  sense  direc¬ 
tory  but  are  mandatory,  and  under 
which  the  administrator  may  go  only  so 
far  and  no  farther  in  trying  to  be  as 
liberal  as  he  possibly  can  be  in  his  in¬ 
terpretations.  The  realization  of  this 
fact  led  President  Eisenhower  to  send 
his  recent  message  to  Congress  asking 
for  certain  changes.  As  a  result  of  that 
message,  three  bills  were  introduced  and 
are  now  pending  before  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  which  I  am  chairman.  They  are 
S.  1794,  S.  2113,  and  S.  2149.  Extensive 
hearings  have  been  held  before  my  sub¬ 
committee,  and  it  is  anticipated  that  a 
bill  of  some  kind  will  be  reported  in  the 
near  future.  In  the  meantime,  I  shall 
continue  to  submit  facts  and  figures 
based  on  the  present  administration  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  to  have  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  a  statement  relating  to  the  sta¬ 
tus  of  visa  applications  under  the  refugee 
relief  program  as  of  June  24,  1955. 

There  being  no  objection  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


1955 


\ 


/ 

Italy 

Greece 

Nether¬ 

lands 

Ger¬ 

many 

Austria 

France 

Great 

Britain 

Belgium 

Far^B(ast 

Others 

Total 

1.  Applicants  notified  of  documents  required _ _ 

2.  Visas  issued  / _ 

3.  Visas  refused _ _ 

4.  C anoded- 'action _ _ _ 

5.  Applicants  still  in  process.  _  _ _ _ _ _ 

6.  Assurances  received  by  Administrator _ _ 

7.  Assurances  oancelled/returned _ 

8.  Assurances  verified  and  sent  to  field _ 

69, 493 
21,930 
1,698 
568 
45,  297 
7,231 
712 
6,190 

19,  403 
5, 945 
766 
147 
12,  545 
10,299 
752 
9,163 

1,472 

617 

34 

140 

6S1 

449 

121 

297 

23,  677 
3,232 
2, 100 
1,143 
17,202 
12,909 
809 
11,  G03 

12, 480 
2, 954 
1, 062 
733 
7,731 

4,  925 
167 
4,564 

2,190 
131 
152 
101 
1,806 
1,280 
86 
1, 139 

918 

207 

121 

131 

459 

1,005 

135 

785 

1,571 
257 
29 
118 
1, 167 
708 
14 
652 

2, 719 
933 
622 
75 
1,089 
3,186 
439 
2,545 

\  444 

\  68 
\  23 
\  44 
309 
1,462 
38l\ 
939 

134, 367 
36, 274 
6,  607 
3,200 
88.  286 
43,  454 
3,  616 
\  37,877 

Note.— All  figures  cumulative.  Items  1  through  5,  status  of  applicants;  items 
C,  7,  and  8  reflect  principal  aliens  only;  items  C  through  8,  status  of  assurances. 


Admitted,  25,524  (June  17);  actual  admission,  1,174  orphans;  859  orphans  can 
June  17. 


STRENGTHENING  OF  RESERVE 
FORCES 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  unfinished 
business  be  temporarily  laid  aside,  and 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  Calendar  No.  848,  House  bill 
7000. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of 
the  Reserve  forces,  and  for  other  pur¬ 


poses,  which  had  been  reported  from  the- 

Committee  on  Armed  Services,  with  an 
amendment,  to  strike  out  all  after  the 
enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  this  act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Reserve 
Forces  Act  of  1955.” 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE 
ACT  OF  1952 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (50  U.  S.  C.  925 
(b) )  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words 
“one  million  five  hundred  thousand”  and 
Inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "two  mil¬ 
lion  nine  hundred  thousand.” 

(b)  Section  208  of  such  act  is  amended 
by  (1)  redesignating  subsections  (f),  (g). 


(h)  ,  and  (i)  thereof  as  subsections  (g),  (h), 

(i) ,  and  (j),  respectively,  and  (2)  inserting, 
immediately  after  subsection  (e)  thereof,  the 
following  new  subsection: 

“(f)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or 
appointed  in  any  armed  force  of  the  United 
States  under  any  provision  of  law  after  the 
date  which  is  30  days  after  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  who 
becomes  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  by 
reason  of  any  provision  of  law  other  than 
section  208  (c)  of  this  act,  shall  be  required 
while  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  to 
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(1)  participate  in  not  less  than  48  sched¬ 
uled  drills  or  training  periods  and  to  perform 
not  more  than  17  days  of  active  duty  for 
training,  during  each  year,  or  (2)  perform 
annually  not  more  than  30  days  of  active 
duty  for  training.  Any  such  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  (except  any  member  enlisted 
therein  under  sec.  6  (c)  (2)  (C)  of  the 

Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act) 
who  in  any  year  fails  to  perform  such  train¬ 
ing  duty  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary  pursuant  to  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to  per¬ 
form  additional  active  duty  for  training  for 
not  more  than  45  days.  If  such  failure  oc¬ 
curs  during  the  final  year  of  any  period  of 
obligatory  membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
such  membership  shall  be  extended  for  such 
time,  not  exceeding  6  months,  as  may  be 
required  for  the  performance  by  such  mem¬ 
ber  of  such  additional  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing.” 

(c)  Section  208  of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C. 
928)  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections: 

*‘(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President,  each  armed  force  of  the  United 
States  shall  provide  a  system  of  continuous 
screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 

“(1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to 
those  members  or  units  during  a  mobili¬ 
zation; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of 
military  skills; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  pos¬ 
sessing  critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  re¬ 
tained  in  numbers  beyond  the  requirements 
for  those  skills  except  for  persons  who  have 
military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  over¬ 
riding  requirement; 

‘‘(4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security 
and  military  requirements,  recognition  is 
given  to  participation  in  combat;  and 

“(5)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  whose 
mobilization  in  an  emergency  would  result 
in  extreme  personal  or  community  hardship 
are  not  retained  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

“(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  Coast  Guard) ,  any  member 
of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has  not  com¬ 
pleted  his  obligated  period  of  military  service 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  may  be  transferred  to 
the  Ready  Reserve  whenever  the  reason  for 
his  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  no  long¬ 
er  exists.” 

(d)  Section  233  (a)  of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C. 
961  (a) )  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  sentence:  ‘‘No 
member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  or¬ 
dered  to  active  duty  under  this  subsection 
until  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  has 
determined  that  such  member  is  available 
for  active  duty.” 

(e)  The  proviso  contained  in  section  233 
(b)  (1)  of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961  (b)  (1)  ) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Provided, 
That  not  more  than  1  million  members  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  of  all  Reserve  components 
may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  in¬ 
voluntarily  at  any  time  unless  the  Congress 
shall  have  authorized  the  exercise  of  the 
authority  contained  in  this  subsection  with 
respect  to  a  larger  number.” 

(f)  Section  233  of  such  act  (50  U.  S.  C. 
961)  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

(h)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe,  any  person 
who,  while  a  member  of  a  reserve  compo¬ 
nent,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained 
minister  of  religion  shall  be  entitled  upon 
his  request  to  a  discharge  from  the  Reserve 
component  of  which  he  is  a  member.  No 
member  of  any  Reserve  component  shall  be 
required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  active  training  and  service,  active 
duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  training, 
while  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a  recog¬ 
nized  theological  or  divinity  school. 

No.  119 


(g)  Chapter  7  of  part  H  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  inserting,  immediately  after 
section  259  thereof,  the  following  new  sec¬ 
tion: 

“Sec.  260.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe,  each 
military  department  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  main¬ 
tained  an  accurate  record  of  the  number 
of  members  of  each  class  of  each  Reserve 
component  who  during  each  fiscal  year  have 
satisfactorily  participated  in  (1)  active  duty 
for  training,  and  (2)  inactive  duty  training 
with  pay. 

“(b)  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  transmit  to  the  President 
and  to  the  Congress  a  report  which  shall 
contain  an  account  of  the  status  of  training 
of  each  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  the  progress  made  in  the 
strengthening  of  the  Reserve  components, 
during  the  preceding  fiscal  year.” 

(h)  Part  II  of  such  act,  as  amended  by 
preceding  subsections  of  this  section,  is 
amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  chapter: 

“CHAPTER  8 - SPECIAL  ENLISTMENT  PROGRAMS 

“Sec.  261.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as 
the  appropriate  Secretary  shall  prescribe, 
any  person  who  is  qualified  for  enlistment 
for  active  duty  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard,  and  who 
has  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  may  be 
enlisted  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve, 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or 
Coast  Guard  Reserve,  respectively,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section 
shall  be  for  a  period  of  8  years.  Each  person 
so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such 
enlistment  to  perform — 

“(1)  active  duty  for  a  period  of  2  years; 
“(2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which,  when 
added  to  service  rendered  under  paragraph 
(1),  will  total  5  years;  and 
“(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  en¬ 
listment  as  a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve. 

“Sec.  262.  (a)  Until  August  1,  1959,  when¬ 
ever  the  President  determines  that  the  en¬ 
listed  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the 
Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard 
Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the  level 
which  he  determines  to  be  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  author¬ 
ize  the  acceptance  of  enlistments  in  organ¬ 
ized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section  under  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense.  Enlistments  under  this  section  may 
be  accepted  only  within  quotas  prescribed  by 
the  appropriate  Secretary  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  specifically 
provided  for  in  annual  appropriations  made 
by  the  Congress.  No  enlistment  shall  be 
accepted  under  this  section  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  any  Reserve  component  if  such  en¬ 
listment  would  cause  the  strength  of  such 
Ready  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized 
strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve. 

“(b)  Enlistments  under  this  section  may 
be  accepted  from  persons  who — 

“(1)  are  qualified  for  induction; 

“(2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for 
Induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act; 
and 

“(3)  have  not  attained  the  age  of  20  years. 
In  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  may 
authorize  the  enlistment  under  this  sec¬ 
tion,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (3),  of  persons  who  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  and 
who  have  critical  skills  and  are  engaged  in 
civilian  occupations  in  any  critical  defense¬ 
supporting  industry  or  in  any  research  ac¬ 
tivity,  affecting  national  defense. 


"(c)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section 
shall  be  for  a  period  of  8  years.  Each  per¬ 
son  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such 
enlistment  (1)  to  perform  an  initial  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than  3 
months  or  more  than  6  months,  and  (2) 
thereafter  to  perform  satisfactorily  all  an¬ 
nual  training  duty  prescribed  by  section  208 
(f)  of  this  act,  except  that  persons  specially 
enlisted  because  of  their  having  possession 
of  .critical  skills  may  be  relieved  of  any  obli¬ 
gation  to  perform  the  annual  training  duty 
prescribed  by  section  208  (f ) .  Each  such  per¬ 
son  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as  he  con¬ 
tinues  to  serve  satisfactorily,  as  determined 
by  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  and  upon  the  completion  of  8 
years  of  such  satisfactory  service  pursuant 
to  such  enlistment  shall  be  exempt  from  fur¬ 
ther  liability  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  such  act,  except  after  a  decla¬ 
ration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made 
by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  this  subsection. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  any  person  performing  an  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  under  this 
section  shall — 

“(1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any 
period  of  hospitalization  incident  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  such  duty,  receive  pay  at  the 
rate  of  $50  per  month; 

“(2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade 
E— 1  (under  4  months)  for  the  purpose  of  de¬ 
termining  his  eligibility  to  receive  allowances 
for  subsistence  or  for  travel  and  transporta¬ 
tion,  or  to  receive  any  benefit  under  title  IV 
of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended;  and 

“(3)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  called  or  ordered  into  active  serv¬ 
ice  for  extended  service  in  excess  of  30  days 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  eligibility  for 
any  benefit  made  available  to  members  of  re¬ 
serve  components  by  the  act  entitled  'An  act 
to  provide  for  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  suffer  dis¬ 
ability  or  death  from  injuries  incurred  while 
engaged  in  active  duty  training  for  periods 
of  less  than  30  days  or  while  engaged  in 
active  duty  training,’  approved  June  20,  1949 
(63  Stat.  201),  except  that  (A)  no  such  per¬ 
son  shall  be  entitled  to  any  benefit  under 
section  621  of  the  National  Service  Life  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  (B) 
the  indemnity  accorded  to  such  person  under 
the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as 
amended,  shall  terminate  30  days  after  the 
release  of  such  person  from  such  initial 
period  of  active  duty  training. 

Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  sub¬ 
section,  no  person  shall  become  entitled,  by 
reason  of  his  performance  of  an  initial  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section, 
to  any  right,  benefit,  or  privilege  provided 
by  law  for  persons  who  have  performed  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

"(e)  The  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  shall  advise  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  and  shall  report  an¬ 
nually  to  the  Congress,  with  respect  to  the 
welfare  of  persons  performing  initial  periods 
of  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section, 
but  shall  have  no  authority  with  respect  to 
the  military  training  of  such  persons  during 
such  periods. 

“(f)  Any  person  who  completes  satisfac¬ 
torily  the  initial  period  of  active  duty  for 
training  required  of  him  under  any  enlist¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  en¬ 
titled,  upon  application  for  reemployment 
within  60  days  after  (A)  his  release  from 
such  required  initial  period  of  active  duty 
for  training  after  satisfactory  completion 
thereof,  or  (B)  his  discharge  from  hospitali¬ 
zation  incident  to  such  duty  continuing 
after  such  release  for  a  period  of  not  more 
than  6  months,  to  all  reemployment  rights 
and  benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
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for  Individuals  inducted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  such  act,  except  that  ( 1 )  any  person 
so  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be 
discharged  from  such  position  without  cause 
within  6  months  after  such  restoration,  and 
(2)  no  reemployment  rights  granted  by  this 
subsection  shall  entitle  any  person  to  reten¬ 
tion,  preference,  or  displacement  rights  over 
a  veteran  with  a  superior  claim  under  the 
Veterans  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as  amended. 

‘•Sec.  263.  (a)  Within  quotas  prescribed  by 
the  appropriate  Secretary  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  specifically 
provided  for  in  annual  appropriations  made 
by  the  Congress,  each  person  who  has  been 
honorably  released  from  active  duty  of  not 
less  than  18  months’  duration  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  who  before 
July  1,  1957,  is  accepted  in  conformity  with 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  for  assignment  or  enlistment  under 
this  section  as  an  enlisted  member  of  an 
organized  combat  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
of  the  Army  or  Marine  Corps  for  a  period  of 
3  years,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  bonus 
in  an  amount  equal  to  the  monthly  basic 
pay  to  which  such  person  would  be  entitled 
for  2  months’  service  on  active  duty  in  the 
grade  in  which  he  is  so  assigned  or  enlisted. 

"(b)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  shall  prescribe,  any  individ¬ 
ual  who  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
section  is  serving  under  an  enlistment  en¬ 
tered  into  under  any  other  provision  of  law 
in  an  active  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  which 
is  designated  under  this  section  as  an  or¬ 
ganized  combat  unit,  may  be  discharged 
therefrom  for  the  convenience  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  purpose  of  reenlistment  in 
such  unit  under  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

"(c)  No  assignment  or  enlistment  may  be 
accepted  under  this  section  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  any  reserve  component  if  such 
assignment  or  enlistment  would  cause  the 
strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve  to  exceed 
the  authorized  strength  of  such  Ready  Re¬ 
serve.  No  member  of  the  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  or  the  Air  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be  assigned, 
enlisted,  discharged,  or  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  training  under  this  section  without 
the  consent  of  the  governor  or  other  appro¬ 
priate  authority  of  the  State,  Territory,  or 
District  of  Columbia  concerned. 

“(d)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  such 
organized  combat  unit  who,  during  any  year 
of  any  period  of  assignment  or  enlistment 
for  which  he  has  received  a  bonus  under  this 
section,  fails  to -perform  satisfactorily  all 
training  duties  prescribed  for  members  of 
such  unit,  and  whose  failure  is  not  excused 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary,  may  be  ordered,  without 
his  consent,  to  perforin  additional  active 
duty  for  training  for  not  more  than  45  days. 
If  such  failure  occurs  during  the  3d  year 
of  any  such  period  of  assignment  or  enlist¬ 
ment,  such  assignment  or  enlistment  shall 
be  extended  for  such  time,  not  exceeding  6 
months,  as  may  be  required  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  such  additional  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  by  such  member. 

"(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
'organized  combat  unit’  means  a  unit  so 
designated  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
whose  members  are  trained  for  combat  or 
combat-support  service  and  are  required  to 
perform  satisfactorily  annual  training  duty 
equal  to  that  prescribed  under  section  208 
(f)  of  this  act.’’ 

Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
Amendments 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  of  the  Univer¬ 
sal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  456  (c)  (2)),  is 
amended  by — 

(1)  adding  at  the  end  of  clause  (A)  there¬ 
of  the  following  new  sentence:  "No  such 


person  who  has  completed  8  years  of  satis¬ 
factory  service  as  a  member  of  an  organized 
unit  of  the  National  Guard,  and  who  during 
such  service  has  performed  active  duty  for 
training  with  an  armed  force  for  3  consecu¬ 
tive  months,  shall  be  liable  for  induction 
for  training  and  service  under  this  act,  ex¬ 
cept  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act 
of  1955.” 

(2)  striking  out  in  clause  (B)  thereof  the 
words  “or  clause  (A)  ”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  a  comma  and  the  words  “or  clause 
(A),  clause  (C),  or  clause  (D)”;  and 

(3)  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  clauses: 

“(C)  Whenever  the  President  determines 
that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve, 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained 
at  the  level  which  he  determines  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he 
may  authorize  the  acceptance  of  enlistments 
in  organized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  authorized  by 
this  clause  may  be  accepted  only  (i)  within 
quotas  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
military  department  concerned  and  specifi¬ 
cally  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations 
made  by  the  Congress,  and  (ii)  from  persons 
who  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  in¬ 
duction  under  this  act  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months. 
Any  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  this  act  so  long 
as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 
member  of  an  organized  unit  of  such  Ready 
Reserve.  No  person  deferred  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  clause  shall  by  reason  of  such 
deferment  be  liable  for  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  by  reason  of  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section  after  he  has  attained  the 
28th  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 

“(D)  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  each  per¬ 
son  deferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
clause  (C)  hereof  may  volunteer  to  perform 
a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
such  section.  No  such  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  8  years  of  satisfactory  service  as  a 
member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  Ready 
Reserve,  and  who  during  such  service  has 
performed  active  duty  for  training  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  3  months  or  more 
than  6  months,  shall  be  liable  for  induction 
for  training  and  service  under  this  act,  ex¬ 
cept  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  clause. 

"(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  this  act,  the  President,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  may 
provide  that  any  person  enlisted  or  appointed 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to 
authority  conferred  by  this  subsection  or 
under  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Re¬ 
serve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who  fails  to 
serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  selected  for  training 
and  service  and  inducted  into  the  armed 
force  of  which  such  reserve  component  is 
a  part,  prior  to  the  selection  and  induction 
of  other  persons  liable  therefor.” 

(b)  Section  6  (d)  (1)  of  such  act  (50 
U.  S.  C.,  App.  456  (d)  (1))  is  amended  by 
inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Upon  the  successful  completion  by  any  per¬ 
son  of  the  required  course  of  instruction 
under  any  program  listed  in  clause  (A)  of 
the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such 
person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in  the 
appropriate  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  if  he  is  otherwise  qualified  for  such 
appointment.  If,  at  the  time  of  such  ap¬ 
pointment,  the  armed  force  in  which  such 
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person  is  commissioned  does  not  require  his 
service  on  active  duty  in  fulfillment  of  the 
obligation  undertaken  by  him  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  clause  (B)  of  the  first  sentence 
of  this  paragraph,  such  person  shall  be  or¬ 
dered  to  active  duty  for  training  with  such 
armed  force  in  the  grade  in  which  he  was 
commissioned  for  a  period  of  6  months. 
Upon  completion  of  such  period  of  active 
duty  for  training,  such  person  shall  be  re¬ 
turned  to  inactive  duty  and  shall  be  assigned 
to  an  appropriate  Reserve  unit  until  the 
eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  So  long  as  such  person  performs 
satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  as  deter¬ 
mined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  he  shall  be  deferred 
from  training  and  service  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  act.  If  such  person  fails  to 
perform  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit, 
and  such  failure  is  not  excused  under  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  his  commission  may  be  revoked  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
concerned.” 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Barkley  in  the  chair) .  The  Secretary 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  acting  minority  leader,  in  the  absence 
of  the  minority  leader,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  order  for  the  quorum 
call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  bill  is  before  the  Senate.  The 
committee  amendment  is  a  complete 
substitute;  and  the  Chair  understands 
that  any  amendment  which  may  be  of¬ 
fered  to  the  committee  amendment  may 
be  considered  as  though  offered  to  the 
original  text  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
pending  bill  is  House  bill  7000,  entitled 
“An  act  to  provide  for  strengthening  of 
the  Reserve  forces,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.” 

As  stated  by  the  Chair,  the  bill  has 
been  rewritten  by  the  Senate  committee, 
and  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  is  presented  to  the  Senate  for 
its  consideration. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  improve 
the  effectiveness  of  the  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  The  bill  was  favorably  reported  by 
the  committee  after  a  series  of  public 
hearings  at  which  the  committee  re¬ 
ceived  testimony  from  a  very  broad  seg¬ 
ment  of  public  opinion,  and  also  from 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 

In  association  with  the  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee,  I  have  long  been  an  advocate  of  a 
strong  military  Reserve.  The  so-called 
national  Reserve  plan,  as  it  was  origi¬ 
nally  approved  by  our  great  Commander 
in  Chief  and  the  present  President  of 
the  United  States,  called  for  a  very  com¬ 
prehensive  and,  in  my  opinion,  an  ex¬ 
tremely  effective  Reserve  porgram. 

A  part  of  the  President’s  plan  pro¬ 
vided  for  a  flow  of  trained  non-prior- 
service  men  into  the  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents.  It  would  have  seemed  these 
trainees  through  voluntary  methods,  if 
possible,  but  if  sufficient  numbers  were 
not  available  through  voluntary  meth- 
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ods,  the  original  plan  called  for  induc¬ 
tion  to  make  up  for  the  shortage. 

That  was,  of  course,  in  the  nature  of  a 
compulsory  training-for-service  plan. 
It  was  not  universal  in  its  concept,  as 
was  the  universal  military  training  and 
service  plan  twice  reported  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  passed  by  the 
Senate  in  1951.  But  could  the  plan  have 
been  adopted,  it  would  have  assured  a 
steady  flow  of  nonprior  servicemen  into 
the  organized  Reserve  components  of 
the  Nation  to  achieve  the  strength  which 
was  set  forth  in  the  President’s  plan. 

As  has  been  the  case  in  prior  years, 
this  compulsory  feature  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent's  plan  for  filling  the  ranks  of  the 
Reserve  with  non-prior-service  men  has 
not  secured  the  approval  of  the  other 
body. 

I  have  felt  that,  out  of  simple  fairness 
to  the  men  who  have  already  served  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  compulsory  features 
for  securing  trainees  are  completely  jus¬ 
tified,  and  I  have  grave  apprehension 
that  it  will  be  found  necessary  yet  to  re¬ 
sort  to  some  such  program  before  we 
can  have  a  strong  reserve.  However,  I 
hope  I  am  realistic  enough  to  realize  that 
at  this  late  date  in  the  session  of  Con¬ 
gress  any  effort  to  write  a  compulsory 
feature  into  this  bill  to  bring  it  more 
nearly  in  line  with  the  President’s  origi¬ 
nal  recommendations  would  tend  to  jeop¬ 
ardize  any  legislation  dealing  with  a 
more  effective  Reserve  plan,  and  leave  us 
exactly  where  we  are  at  the  present  time. 

There  is  no  compulsion  in  this  bill  with 
respect  to  training  of  men  who  have  had 
no  prior  service.  The  only  compulsion 
in  the  measure  is  directed  to  those  who 
have  already  been  inducted  or  who  have 
enlisted  for  service  in  one  of  the  regular 
components  of  our  armed  services. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  inform  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  whether  or  not  this  bill  is  in  any 
way  related  to  what  we  know  as  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill,  which  has 
heretofore  been  before  this  body? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  not.  As  I  have 
just  stated,  there  is  no  compulsion  what¬ 
ever  in  this  bill  on  any  young  man  with 
respect  to  the  Reserve  program.  It  is 
wholly  voluntary  as  applied  to  any  young 
man  who  has  not  had  prior  service. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  In  view  of  the  state¬ 
ment  just  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  there  is  no  compulsion  in 
this  program  for  those  who  have  not 
had  previous  military  service,  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  on  a  subject  which 
has  been  of  some  concern  to  me  and 
about  which  I  have  received  a  number  of 
letters. 

What  happens  in  the  case  of  a  young 
man  who  lives  at  a  distance  of  20  or  40 
miles  from  the  Reserve  component? 
How  are  we  to  take  care  of  the  training 
of  such  a  young  man  under  his  obliga¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Under  the  terms  of 
the  bill,  if  he  cannot  attend  the  48 
weekly  drills  which  are  held  during 


the  course  of  the  year  and  the  2  weeks 
of  summer  training,  he  can  discharge  his 
obligation  by  30  days  of  active  duty  with 
the  Reserve  component. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  If  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  will  further  yield,  I  am  sure  he 
realizes  that  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
young  man  himself  that  he  does  not  live 
near  a  training  unit.  I  do  not  wish 
placed  upon  such  a  man  any  obligation 
that  is  not  placed  on  some  young  man 
who  lives  in  a  community  where  he  has 
only  3  blocks  to  go  to  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  committee  re¬ 
ceived  considerable  testimony.  The 
views  expressed  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kansas  were  voiced  in  the 
committee  by  2  or  3  persons.  The  sub¬ 
ject  is  of  concern  to  all  of  us.  Under  the 
alternative  features  of  the  plan,  a  man 
who  is  not  conveniently  located  to  at¬ 
tend  the  48  weekly  drills  held  during 
the  course  of  the  year  can  discharge  his 
obligation  by  serving  30  days  on  Reserve 
duty. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  am  very  much  con¬ 
cerned  over  the  problem.  I  am  not  sure 
that  the  alternative  which  the  Senator 
suggests  would  constitute  equality  of 
service.  I  know  that  the  problem  has 
received  very  careful  consideration  by 
the  committee.  It  is  one  which  con¬ 
cerns  all  of  us. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  a  very  acute  prob¬ 
lem  for  young  men  who  live  at  great  dis¬ 
tances  from  the  Reserve  units.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  indicated  that  it  in¬ 
tended  to  create  more  Reserve  units  and 
to  have  more  armories  and  facilities  to 
attempt  to  cope  with  the  problem  which 
the  Senator  has  mentioned.  It  cannot 
be  completely  eliminated,  but  it  can  be 
mitigated. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  question  which  the  able 
Senator  from  Kansas  raised,  I  think  Sen¬ 
ators  will  be  interested  in  the  table  which 
appears  at  page  353  of  the  printed  hear¬ 
ings.  The  table  is  headed  “Estimated 
percent  of  population  residing  within 
standard  metropolitan  areas  including 
Reserve  units  and  within  25  miles  of  Re¬ 
serve  units  located  outside  of  standard 
metropolitan  areas.’’  The  table  contains 
studies  for  the  Army  Reserve,  including 
current  units  and  current  and  proposed 
units;  Army  National  Guard;  Naval  Re¬ 
serve;  Marine  Corps  Reserve;  Air  Force 
Reserve;  and  Air  National  Guard. 

I  invite  the  able  chairman’s  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  my  State  of  South 
Dakota  only  35  percent  of  the  population 
resides  within  standard  metropolitan 
areas,  or  within  25  miles  of  Reserve  units 
located  outside  metropolitan  areas,  so  far 
as  the  Army  Reserve  is  concerned.  That 
means  that  65  percent  of  the  young  men 
in  my  State  do  not  live  within  25  miles  of 
a  Reserve  unit.  It  does  create  a  very 
serious  situation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  brought  that  question  to 
the  attention  of  the  committee,  and  we 
discussed  it.  Other  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  also  mentioned  it,  notably  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Symington!. 


My  State  is  not  so  large  in  area  as  the 
great  State  of  South  Dakota,  but  it  hap¬ 
pens  to  be  the  largest  State  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  without  having  any¬ 
thing  like  the  largest  population.  There¬ 
fore,  I  know  something  about  the  prob¬ 
lem  first  hand  in  my  own  State. 

I  believe  that  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  will  administer  the  program  on  a 
sensible  basis.  Where  a  man  lives  too 
far  removed  to  serve,  and  there  are  par¬ 
ticular  reasons  why  he  cannot  perform 
his  30  days  of  duty,  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment,  for  hardship  reasons,  can  assign 
him  to  the  Standby  Reserve,  instead  of 
the  Ready  Reserve.  I  am  sure  that  under 
the  present  administration  of  manpower 
policies  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
no  one  will  be  treated  arbitrarily  and 
compelled  to  endure  any  unusual  hard¬ 
ship  in  order  to  comply  with  his  Reserve 
obligation. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  recog¬ 
nize  that  the  State  of  Georgia  is  the 
largest  State  east  of  the  Mississippi  River. 
It  is  a  fact  which  was  brought  out  dur¬ 
ing  the  hearings.  However,  in  the  State 
of  Georgia,  90  percent  of  the  people  live 
within  the  25-mile  limit.  In  my  State 
only  35  percent  live  within  such  a  limit. 

Therefore,  I  trust  that  what  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  committee 
has  suggested  will  be  noted  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  in  administering 
the  bill,  should  it  become  law  in  this 
form. 

It  is  not  merely  a  question  of  25  miles, 
I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia.  There  are  counties  in 
my  State  in  which  a  substantial  number 
of  people  are  scattered  over  the  wide 
open  spaces.  A  round  trip  would  involve 
a  journey  of  100  or  150  miles,  or  even 
more  than  that. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  some  idea  of 
the  vastness  of  the  State  so  ably  repre¬ 
sented  in  part  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota.  I  have  traveled  through  it  by 
automobile  and  by  train,  and  I  have 
flown  over  it  on  2  or  3  occasions.  I  know 
that  in  his  State  probably  there  would 
be  as  many  problems  as  in  any  other 
State  with  respect  to  the  difficulty  of 
active  participation  on  a  weekly  basis 
with  an  organized  Reserve  unit. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand,  it  is  implicit  in  the  chairman’s 
response  to  my  questions  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  does  have  authority  to 
establish  regulations  which  will  take  care 
of  that  situation.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  believe  there 
can  be  any  question  about  that.  It  is 
not  only  implicit,  but  it  is  spelled  out 
in  the  law.  It  is  section  208  (i)  of  the 
Armed  Services  Reserve  Act  of  1952. 
That  is  the  specific  provision  covering 
that  point. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  But  it 
is  implicit  also,  is  it  not,  in  the  whole 
bill  that  the  obligation  of  a  man  who 
serves  in  the  military  service  30  days 
after  the  act  takes  effect  is  to  keep  him¬ 
self  in  training,  so  to  speak,  by  attending 
48  drills  during  a  year,  plus  2  weeks - - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Seventeen  days. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Plus  17 
days  in  a  training  camp,  until  he  has 
completed  a  period  of  at  least  6  years 
of  duty? 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  Five  years. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Five 
years? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  Of 
course  he  can  perform  all  of  it  in  30 
days  within  a  year,  as  I  pointed  out  to 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson] 
as  an  alternative  to  the  40  drills  and  the 
17  days  in  camp. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  very 
able  Senator  from  Georgia,  who  also 
serves  as  a  distinguished  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
and  who  has  been  associated  with  agri¬ 
cultural  legislation,  recognizes  the  fact 
that  in  many  instances  where  men  live 
at  some  distance  from  metropolitan 
centers  or  from  places  where  Reserve  or¬ 
ganizations  are  organized,  their  prin¬ 
cipal  occupation  is  that  of  ranching  or 
farming. 

If  it  happens  that  a  young  man  is  the 
sole  proprietor  of  a  farm  in  his  own 
name  or  if  he  works  the  farm  for  a 
widowed  mother,  perhaps,  it  is  very  dif¬ 
ficult  for  him  to  get  away  for  30  days 
when  he  has  to  milk  the  cows  and  carry 
on  the  other  chores  of  the  farm. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  difficult  for  him 
to  get  away  for  a  week,  even.  There  is 
an  old  hoary  joke  in  my  State  which  has 
been  told  many,  many  times,  about  the 
man  who  sold  his  bed  and  Sunday  clothes 
after  he  went  into  the  dairy  business,  be¬ 
cause  he  knew  he  would  not  be  able  to 
sleep  or  go  out  on  Sunday.  We  all  know 
that  there  is  nothing  more  confining 
than  a  dairy  farmer’s  business. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  is  a 
7-day-week  job. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  However,  I  believe 
that  the  Defense  Department  will  deal 
fairly  with  men  in  that  category  and 
give  them  every  consideration.  Cer¬ 
tainly  if  the  Department  does  not  do  so, 
we  can  amend  the  act  and  provide  some 
definite  standards.  However,  in  my 
judgment,  we  will  not  find  that  the  De¬ 
partment  has  set  up  arbitrary  rules  in 
dealing  with  hardship  cases. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  is  true 
that  the  bill  is  not  compulsory  in  the 
sense  that  it  requires  anyone  to  go  into 
the  Ready  Reserve  as  a  matter  of  en¬ 
listment.  Is  it  not  correct  to  say  that  a 
man  who  enters  the  active  military  serv¬ 
ice  30  days  after  the  bill  becomes  law 
will  have  an  obligation  to  keep  himself 
in  training  during  a  5-year  period? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  no  question 
about  that.  There  is  compulsion  on 
every  man  who  enlists  or  who  is  inducted 
into  a  component  of  the  Armed  Services 
to  complete  a  5-year  period  of  duty  of 
either  active  service  with  the  Regular 
Establishment  or  with  a  Ready  Reserve 
unit.  If  he  serves  an  enlistment  of  3 
years  in  the  Army,  he  has  a  Reserve  ob¬ 
ligation  of  2  years.  If  he  is  a  member  of 
the  Air  Force,  and  he  performs  4  years 
of  service,  he  has  1  year  of  obligated  Re¬ 
serve  duty.  The  total  is  5  years  in  each 
case. 

Anyone  who  enlists  after  the  passage 
of  the  pending  bill  does  so  with  full 
knowledge  of  the  obligation  he  assumes. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  That  is 
true;  but  if  he  is  drafted,  he  has  no 
choice  in  the  matter.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  he  has  no  choice 
in  the  matter. 


Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  note,  on  page  17 
of  the  bill,  that  a  young  man,  before  he 
reaches  the  age  of  20  years  may  join  the 
Ready  Reserve.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator,  in  line  with  the  questions  asked 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Cask],  if  in  the  small  towns 
of  the  country,  where  the  Ready  Reserve 
is  not  available,  whether  the  young  men 
of  those  areas  would  be  placed  in  a  some¬ 
what  prejudiced  position  because  they 
could  not  take  advantage  of  that  provi¬ 
sion  of  the  law,  and  would  have  to  enlist 
before  they  were  18  Vz  years  of  age.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  believe  it 
would  be  any  handicap  on  the  men  liv¬ 
ing  in  small  towns.  There  are  a  number 
of  units  which  are  made  up  of  men  as 
individuals  rather  than  as  members  of 
a  unit.  I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  a 
handicap  on  anyone  in  a  small  town. 
He  would  enlist  and  be  subject  to  the 
same  duty  I  have  just  outlined.  If  he 
could  not  attend  48  drills,  he  would  have 
to  perform  active  duty  for  a  30-day 
period  in  each  year. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  confess  that  I  am 
not  too  well  informed  about  the  matter. 
However,  I  am  advised  that  in  my  State 
we  have  one  Ready  Organized  Reserve 
unit  at  the  present  time.  That  unit  is 
located  in  the  city  of  Cheyenne  and  there 
is  no  other  unit  anywhere  else  in  my 
State.  Consequently,  a  young  man  in 
a  town  two  or  three  hundred  miles  from 
Cheyenne  could  not  possibly  serve  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  by  assignment  with  the 
Organized  Reserve  unit  in  Cheyenne. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Most  of  the  smaller 
towns  have  units  composed  of  individ¬ 
uals  who  live  in  widely  scattered  areas. 
The  men  would  have  specific  skills  and 
they  would  be  trained  in  those  skills  in 
the  30-day  period  when  they  would  dis¬ 
charge  their  Reserve  obligation. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  In  other  words,  if  no 
Ready  Reserve  unit  were  available  in  a 
community,  the  young  men  of  that  com¬ 
munity  could  comply  with  the  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law,  but  they  would  have 
to  enlist  under  provisions  of  section  3 
before  he  attained  the  age  of  18!/2  years. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  not  as  to  the  page 
of  the  bill  to  which  the  Senator  has  re¬ 
ferred.  That  is  the  8-year  program. 
Under  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  he  could  enlist  at  any  time  before 
attaining  the  age  of  20  years  rather  than 
1814  years. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  That  is  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  All 
we  are  discussing  now  is  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve.  There  has  been  no  discussion  of 
Standby  Reserve. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Do  I  understand  that 
according  to  the  provisions  on  page  17 
of  the  bill  that  a  young  man  who  lives 
in  a  town  that  is  located  a  long  way 
from  the  location  of  a  unit  that  it  will  be 
possible  for  him  to  make  arrangements 
to  serve  in  an  individual  capacity  in  the 
Ready  Reserve? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  an  individual 
rather  than  as  a  member  of  a  unit.  In 
any  case,  rather  than  calling  up  the 
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whole  company.  He  could  live  in  Casper 
and  be  a  member  of  the  military  district 
Reserve  organization,  and  take  training, 
and  he  would  be  called  as  an  individual 
in  case  of  an  emergency,  rather  than  as 
a  member  of  the  component  at  Cheyenne. 

Let  me  point  out  to  the  Senator  that 
in  the  case  of  the  war  in  Korea,  we  called 
up  tens  of  thousands  of  Reserves  as  in¬ 
dividuals.  We  did  not  call  up  any  of 
the  Reserve  units,  but  we  called  up  tens 
of  thousands  of  young  men  as  individuals 
who  had  particular  skill  and  training, 
and  they  were  placed  in  a  unit  and  sent 
to  Korea. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  They  were  trained 
personnel. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  The  men  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  must  have  from  4  to  6 
months  of  active  duty.  That  is  the  very 
heart  of  the  present  plan. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  understand  that, 
but  the  point  which  has  been  disturbing 
me,  is  how  the  men  were  going  to  con¬ 
tinue  their  training  on  an  individual 
basis. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  have  an  obliga¬ 
tion  of  30  days  of  training  or  of  48  drill 
periods,  not  more  than  17  days  of  active 
duty. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator  to  say  that  those  are 
alternative  programs? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  are  alternative 
programs.  Where  a  man  is  a  member 
of  a  unit  he  is  due  to  have  48  drills,  with 
17  days  of  summer  camp.  If  he  is  not  a 
member  of  a  unit  and  is  trained  indi¬ 
vidually,  he  would  be  called  in  for  30 
days  a  year  to  receive  his  training. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  The  last  question  I 
should  like  to  ask  is  this:  Will  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  make  it  possible  for 
many  of  these  boys  who  want  to  enlist 
in  the  Reserves  to  do  so  on  an  individual 
basis? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  were  assured  by 
all  the  representatives  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  including  Mr.  Secre¬ 
tary  Burgess,  who  has  had  the  program 
under  his  direction,  and  Admiral  Rad¬ 
ford,  Chief  of  Staff,  that  the  Defense 
Department  intends  to  do  all  that  is 
possible  to  have  units  that  are  adapted 
to  the  men  who  enlist.  There  would  be 
a  substantial  increase  in  the  number  of 
reserve  units;  in  the  very  nature  of 
things,  there  would  have  to  be.  I  think 
approximately  $2  billion  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Reserve. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  a  question  which  goes 
back  to  the  questions  asked  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case], 

I  notice  on  page  2  of  the  report  that 
the  language  calls  for  48  assemblies  for 
drill  or  training,  annually.  During  the 
hearings  was  the  fact  brought  out  that 
that  does  not  necessarily  mean  48  days 
of  training? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Nearly  all  that  train¬ 
ing  is  done  at  night.  An  hour  and  a  half 
at  night  is  done  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  In  the  sparsely 
inhabited  States  of  the  West  we  have 
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found  that  this  approach  will  work  and 
will  provide  National  Guard  training  in 
isolated  areas.  Is  it  not  the  opinion  of 
the  Senator  that  it  would  be  possible  to 
have  48  drill  periods  on  24  days,  or  any 
multiple  of  48? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  proviso  in  this 
case  is  the  same  as  that  which  applies 
to  the  National  Guard.  In  every  State 
of  the  Union  there  are  48  assemblies  for 
drill  and  2  weeks  of  active  duty  for  the 
National  Guard.  That  has  been  the  case 
for  a  number  of  years. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  What  I  wished 
to  point  out  was  that  the  people  might 
become  confused  with  reference  to  48 
assemblies.  They  might  think  it  meant 
48  different  evenings  a  year.  Would  it 
not  be  possible  to  make  it  a  little  more 
clear  when  the  bill  is  considered  in  the 
conference  with  the  House? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  already  provided 
for  in  other  laws. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  do  not  suggest 
that  it  be  put  into  this  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  can  be  done  in  24 
days  now,  and  is  being  done  in  a  number 
of  units. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  would  have  found  the 
solution  to  his  question  had  he  been 
cognizant — and  he  possibly  is  cogni¬ 
zant — of  the  fact  that  all  over  the  United 
States  the  48  drill  assemblies  are  now 
given  in  24  days,  and  many  absorb  4 
drill  periods  in  1  day.  So  that  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  bringing  a  man  in  every  week 
does  not  exist. 

That  is  all  I  wanted  to  bring  out.  I 
am  not  suggesting  any  changes;  I  am 
merely  suggesting  a  clarification  of  the 
language  so  that  the  public  will  under¬ 
stand  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  assume  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  referred  to  men  who 
cannot  get  to  a  Reserve  unit  for  12 
periods  during  the  year.  The  alternative 
is  there.  It  is  not  necessary  for  a  man 
to  make  48  different  trips.  I  had  not 
heard  of  its  being  done  in  less  than  24. 
I  know  it  is  done  on  the  basis  of  24 
meetings  a  year. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  further? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  think  the  comment  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Arizona  is  pos¬ 
sibly  based  upon  conditions  in  Arizona. 
I  find  that  74  boys  out  of  100  live  within 
25  miles  of  a  Reserve  unit.  Seventy-nine 
percent  live  within  25  miles  of  a  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  unit,  but  when  only  35  out 
of  100  live  within  25  miles  of  a  Reserve 
unit,  a  number  of  them  living  at  least 
100  miles  distant,  which  means  a  200- 
mile  trip,  there  is  a  different  situation. 

Unless  we  have  some  assurance  that 
the  organized  Reserve  unit  or  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  unit  in  conducting  train¬ 
ing  will  have  in  mind  those  areas — and 
there  has  been  no  evidence  of  that  in  the 
past — there  is  a  need  for  a  very  definite 
expression  of  intent  that  the  Defense 
Department  will  recognize. 

The  State  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Wyoming  is  very  much  like  mine. 
Thirty-eight  percent  live  within  25  miles 
of  a  Reserve  unit;  65  percent  within  25 


miles  of  a  National  Guard  unit,  but  pos¬ 
sibly  65  boys  out  of  a  hundred  do  not  live 
within  the  25-mile  limit,  and  when  the 
weather  is  not  favorable,  as  is  sometimes 
the  case  in  Wyoming  and  western  South 
Dakota,  a  real  hardship  is  caused.  Again 
thinking  in  terms  of  the  occupation 
which  many  of  these  young  men  have,  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  be  gone  any 
great  length  of  time  without  disrupting 
the  employment  in  which  they  are  en¬ 
gaged  or  without  letting  the  ranch  go  to 
pot. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  coui'se,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  well  aware  that  this  is  a  volun¬ 
tary  program.  A  man  volunteers  for  it. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  If  he  is 
inducted  for  2  years  of  active  service  it 
will  be  a  hardship,  under  the  bill  as  it 
is  written. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  would  have  to  find  it  was  a  hard¬ 
ship  and  certify  the  man  to  stand  by, 
as  it  would  have  a  right  to  do  under  ex¬ 
isting  law  in  extreme  cases. 

Speaking  for  myself,  I  have  always  fa¬ 
vored  whatever  degree  of  compulsion  was 
necessary  to  apply  to  build  up  our  Armed 
Forces  for  the  security  of  the  Nation. 

I  am  concerned,  however,  that  compul¬ 
sion  shall  be  applied  in  an  equitable 
manner.  It  would  be  unfair  to  repeat 
coercion  of  an  individual  American  cit¬ 
izen  again  and  again,  while  thousands 
of  other  American  citizens  have  never 
experienced  any  form  of  coercion  or 
have  not  rendered  one  day  of  military 
service  to  their  country. 

For  that  reason,  I  was  seriously  con¬ 
cerned,  as  were  many  other  Senators, 
and  other  persons,  about  the  provision 
of  the  President’s  program  which  sought 
to  impose  upon  younger  men,  who  are 
now  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces — and, 
I  emphasize,  those  who  have  already 
been  inducted  or  who  have  voluntarily 
enlisted — a  liability  to  participate  ac¬ 
tively  in  Reserve  training  and  drills  af¬ 
ter  their  period  of  service  with  the  Regu¬ 
lar  forces  was  completed.  I  felt  that 
those  young  men  would  be  ready  to  re¬ 
turn  to  their  homes,  having  the  firm  feel¬ 
ing  that  they  had  performd  their  full 
duty  under  the  law,  except  for  such 
additional  duty  as  a  future  war  or  a 
future  national  emergency  might  re¬ 
quire. 

I  might  say  that  practically  the  only 
important  issue  involved  in  the  bill  now 
being  considered  by  the  Senate  is  cen¬ 
tered  around  that  difference  of  opinion. 
I  believe  there  has  been  great  misunder¬ 
standing  as  to  the  specific  obligation 
which  has  heretofore  been  fixed  by  law 
on  the  men  on  active  duty  to  participate 
in  Reserve  drills  after  their  period  of 
active  duty  has  ended. 

The  bill  provides  that  within  30  days 
after  its  enactment,  any  man  who  en¬ 
lists  or  who  is  inducted  into  the  service 
does  so  with  the  full  knowledge  that  he 
is  assuming  a  5-year  period  of  obliga¬ 
tion  for  active  duty  or  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

I  have  already  pointed  out  that  the 
time  of  obligation  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  will  vary,  depending  upon  the 
length  of  the  tour  of  duty  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  from  which  the  man  has  emerged. 
It  will  be  3  years  in  the  case  of  the 
Army;  2  years  in  the  case  of  the  Marine 


Corps,  which  has  a  3-year  enlistment 
period;  and  1  year  in  the  case  of  the 
Air  Force,  which  has  a  4-year  enlistment 
period.  The  pending  bill  differs  from 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  in  that 
very  material  aspect. 

Under  the  bill  approved  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  reported  to  the  Senate,  there 
will  be  a  hiatus  of  2  years  before  the  com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  obligation  will  attach  to 
men  who  are  emerging  from  active  duty. 
In  an  effort  to  bridge  that  gap,  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  recommended  that,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  prior  service,  men  who  are  now 
serving  with  the  combat  Reserve  units 
of  the  Army  and  the  Marine  Corps,  who 
have  had  18  months  of  prior  service,  and 
who  are  accepted  for  enlistment  in  vital 
assignments  with  the  Ready  Reserve, 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  Secretary,  may  receive  an  en¬ 
listment  bonus  for  Reserve  enlistment 
equal  to  two-thirds  of  that  granted  for 
similar  grade  enlistment  in  the  Regular 
forces.  The  numbers  that  might  be  en¬ 
listed  under  the  program  will  be  con¬ 
trolled,  first,  by  the  regulations  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  appropriate  agency; 
and  second,  by  the  appropriations  which 
will  be  made  for  that  purpose. 

I  am  certain  that  all  Senators  are 
aware  of  the  fact  that  at  present  a  reen- 
listment  bonus  applies  to  those  reenlist¬ 
ing  in  the  various  branches  of  the  Armed 
Forces  which  is  the  equivalent  of  3 
months’  pay  for  the  rank  and  grade  of 
the  individual  involved. 

In  order  not  to  compete  with  the 
Armed  Services,  or  to  make  reenlistment 
so  attractive  that  a  man  would  leave  the 
regular  service  and  enlist  in  the  Reserve, 
the  bonus  has  been  made  two-thirds  of 
the  present  amount,  or  about  the  equiva¬ 
lent  of  2  months’  pay  of  the  man  in  the 
rank  and  grade  in  which  he  served. 

This  is  a  temporary  provision.  It  will 
last  for  only  2  years.  I  would  not  offer 
it  a  a  permanent  program  for  the  Re¬ 
serve  forces.  However,  nothing  new  is 
involved  in  the  question  of  a  reenlistment 
bonus. 

In  the  days  when  our  Nation  was  striv¬ 
ing  for  independence,  when  the  13  Colo¬ 
nies  were  fighting  to  throw  off  the  yoke 
of  Great  Britain,  every  one  of  the  13 
States,  as  they  called  themselves  after 
the  4th  of  July,  1776,  offered  bonuses  of 
one  kind  of  another  to  induce  men  to 
enlist  in  the  Continental  regiments  of 
the  Revolutionary  Army — the  Regulars, 
so-called,  as  contradistinguished  from 
the  Militia. 

During  the  War  Between  the  States, 
bonuses,  which  in  some  cases  were  per¬ 
fectly  fantastic,  were  offered  for  enlist¬ 
ment  in  order  to  fill  the  ranks,  so  that 
the  various  States  might  be  able  to  com¬ 
plete  the  quotas  assessed  against  them 
by  the  War  Department. 

There  have  been  enlistment  bonuses 
of  one  kind  of  another  in  the  Regular 
Military  Establishment  for  a  great  many 
years.  During  World  War  I  and  World 
War  II  there  was  what  was  called  a  com¬ 
bat  infantryman’s  bonus,  a  small  addi¬ 
tion  in  pay  for  that  particular  duty. 

In  like  manner,  the  bonus  here  pro¬ 
posed  is  an  effort  to  get  the  reseivists 
into  the  combat  units  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  where  they  are  needed  during  the 
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2-year  period  before  the  obligation 
attaches  to  the  men  who  are  being  re¬ 
leased  from  active  duty. 

This  is  nothing  unusual;  it  is  merely 
an  effort  to  bridge  the  gap  of  2  years  by 
making  it  attractive  to  the  men  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  Reserve  units,  which  are 
either  combat  units  or  combat-support 
units. 

Mr.  GOLD  WATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Has  the  Senator 
during  the  hearings  determined  how  it 
will  be  possible  to  guarantee  that  the 
men  to  whom  the  bonus  will  be  paid  will 
remain  in  the  outfit? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  In  the  first 
place,  these  men  will  all  be  screened. 
The  bonus  provision  will  not  apply  as  a 
matter  of  right.  Every  man  who  ends 
his  period  of  active  duty  will  not  be  able 
to  say,  “I  want  to  enlist  in  the  Reserves.” 
Every  man  will  be  screened,  in  the  first 
instance.  After  men  have  accepted  a 
bonus,  if  they  do  not  then  comply  with 
all  the  requirements  of  the  Reserve 
Corps,  there  is  authority  in  the  bill  to 
call  them  up  for  45  days  of  active  duty 
with  the  Regular  force. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  After  the  bonus 
has  been  paid? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct;  after 
the  man  has  accepted  a  bonus. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  If  he  does  not 
comply  with  the  requisites  of  the  par¬ 
ticular  service? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  he  does  not  comply 
with  all  tire  requirements  imposed  upon 
him  as  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve, 
as  is  found  on  page  22  of  the  bill,  sub¬ 
section  (d) ,  of  section  2,  he  can  be  called 
up,  without  his  consent,  to  perform  addi¬ 
tional  active  duty,  for  training,  for  not 
more  than  45  days. 

If  the  failure  occurs  in  the  last  year 
of  the  3  years  he  must  enlist  in  order  to 
receive  the  bonus,  and  the  bill  provides 
that  his  enlistment  may  be  extended  for 
a  period  of  6  months.  So  I  think  there 
is  adequate  means  to  insure  that  any 
person  who  disregards  his  obligation  will 
regret  very  much  that  he  has  done  so. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  appreciate  the 
thought  which  has  gone  into  the  bonus 
suggestion.  I  think  I  understand  very 
fully  the  attitude  of  the  committee  and 
the  attitude  of  the  chairman  concerning 
it. 

I  was  very  much  tempted,  when  I  read 
the  bill  this  morning,  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  delete  that  particular  part  of 
the  bill,  but  I  decided  against  doing  so, 
because  I  am  hopeful  that  in  conference 
better  judgment  will  prevail. 

As  one  who  has  spent  more  than  half 
his  life  in  the  Reserve,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary  to  pay  American  boys  for 
patriotism.  I  do  not  think  we  are  lend¬ 
ing  anything  to  strength  when  we  put 
materialism  in  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
above  the  natural  desire  which  should 
exist  in  the  heart  of  every  young  man 
to  serve  his  country. 

It  has  not  been  necessary  to  use  this 
system  in  the  National  Guard,  and  the 
National  Guard  has  historically  been  the 
great  strong  arm  of  the  country.  I  rec¬ 
ognize  the  truth  of  the  statement  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 


when  he  cites  evidence  that  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  this  country  the  Government  has 
had  to  offer  bonuses. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  offer  them  today 
in  the  regular  establishment. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  correct, 
but  I  maintain  that  is  a  different  thing, 
because  we  are  asking  men  to  come  back 
into  a  profession.  What  we  are  asking 
a  person  to  do  in  joining  the  Reserve  or 
National  Guard,  or  any  of  the  other 
branches  of  the  service,  is  to  exercise  his 
patriotism,  and  also  to  do  it  as  a  sideline. 
He  is  going  to  be  engaged  in  private  busi¬ 
ness.  We  are  asking  him  to  devote  a 
little  time  each  year  to  preparing  him¬ 
self  so  that  he  may  participate  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  his  country,  if  that  should  be¬ 
come  necessary. 

I  am  speaking  only  my  own  feelings 
on  this  subject.  As  I  have  said,  I  have 
decided  not  to  offer  the  amendment  I  had 
in  mind.  I  have  some  questions  to  sub¬ 
mit,  some  of  which  are  based  on  how 
much  the  system  will  cost  initially,  and 
how  much  it  will  cost  in  the  long  run,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  attrition  rate. 

I  ask.  Is  it  fair  to  the  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  persons  who  now  belong  to 
Reserve  forces  of  some  kind  who  have 
volunteered  their  services  in  different 
branches?  Are  we  opening  ourselves  up 
to  further  legislation  providing  some 
kind  of  bonuses  to  those  who  are  already 
in  a  Reserve  status? 

I  should  like  to  call  attention  to  my 
basic  feeling  in  this  matter,  which  is  that 
it  will  tend  to  destroy  patriotism  in  the 
young  men  of  our  country.  As  one  re¬ 
servist,  I  should  like  to  see  our  Reserve 
Forces  remain  on  a  purely  voluntary  ba¬ 
sis.  If  we  cannot  obtain  them  on  that 
basis,  I  join  with  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  when  he  says  that  some  type  of  uni¬ 
versal  training  will  have  to  come. 

I  have  confidence  in  the  young  men  of 
our  country.  If  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy  and  the  Army  will  provide  the  ma¬ 
terial  with  which  they  can  train  men,  if 
they  will  provide  adequate  armories,  then 
men  will  join  the  Reserves.  The  serv¬ 
ices  have  not  been  successful  in  the  past 
because  those  who  offered  themselves 
have  been  treated  as  stepchildren  by  the 
Armed  Forces.  Now  they  have  come 
into  their  own.  A  good  example  of  that 
is  the  Air  National  Guard,  which  was  or¬ 
ganized  on  a  real  basis  10  years  ago,  and 
today  is  one  of  the  strongest  elements  in 
the  Air  Force  itself. 

I  merely  wished  to  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  precent  my  views  about  the 
portion  of  the  bill  to  which  I  have  been 
alluding.  Outside  of  that  part  of  the 
measure,  I  think  the  Senator  and  the 
committee  have  done  unusually  well  with 
a  difficult  subject.  I  hope  what  they 
have  suggested  will  be  the  basis  of  a 
strong  Reserve. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  delighted  to 
have  had  the  Senator  from  Arizona  ex¬ 
press  his  views.  Frankly,  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  without  some  inducement 
there  will  not  be  an  adequate  number 
volunteering  so  as  to  enable  us  to  reach 
the  2,900,000  goal  which  has  been  set  by 
the  Commander  in  Chief. 

I  do  not  share  the  fears  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Arizona  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  temporary  offer  of  an  en¬ 
listment  inducement.  Frankly  speak- 
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ing,  the  branch  in  which  the  Reserve  is 
weak  today  is  the  ground  combat  forces. 
There  is  no  difficulty  in  filling  the  Re¬ 
serves  in  the  legal  unit,  the  procurement 
section,  or  other  similar  elements.  The 
great  attraction  of  flying  hazardous  and 
dangerous  as  it  is,  results  in  filling  the 
Air  Force  Reserve  and  Air  National 
Guard  organization  with  adequate  and 
well-trained  men. 

As  the  Senator  has  pointed  out,  our 
Air  National  Guard  is  perhaps  the  best 
trained  and  most  efficient  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  this  country  has  ever  had  in  any 
branch  of  the  service.  I  think  some  80 
percent  of  the  pilots  of  the  National  Air 
Guard  have  had  actual  combat  experi¬ 
ence. 

I  may  add  that  the  Air  National  Guard 
has  been  having  2  y2  months  of  training 
with  the  Air  Force,  and  that  has  con¬ 
tributed  to  its  efficiency.  No  other  Re¬ 
serve  branch  has  had  actual  training 
with  a  Regular  component.  But  the  bald 
fact  is  that  the  difficulty  is  in  securing 
reservists  in  the  ground  combat  units. 
I  do  not  think  that  difficulty  is  altogether 
due  to  the  danger  involved  in  fighting  on 
the  ground.  Personally,  I  would  feel 
safer  fighting  on  the  ground  than  I  would 
fighting  in  a  jet  plane.  I  am  sure  other 
Americans  share  that  feeling. 

But  Americans  have  become  accus¬ 
tomed  to  a  high  standard  of  living.  We 
are  accustomed  to  taking  a  shower,  put¬ 
ting  on  a  fresh  shirt,  and  getting  a  hot 
meal,  when  we  wish  to,  and  in  wartime 
men  who  are  in  the  ground  combat  units 
do  not  get  those  things.  They  are  not 
luxuries,  but  have  become  a  part  of  our 
high  standard  of  living.  It  is  our  high 
standard  of  living  that  has  made  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  ground  combat  forces  so 
unattractive.  The  fact  is  that  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  ground  combat  unit  has  to  go 
into  a  mudhole,  where  rats  are  likely  to 
run  across  his  body,  and  that  he  will  have 
to  face  the  elements.  The  fact  also  is 
that  he  likes  to  have  a  warm  meal.  If 
anyone  is  entitled  to  a  bonus  or  an  in¬ 
ducement  in  the  form  of  supplemental 
compensation,  it  is  the  man  who  will 
have  to  live  in  a  mudhole,  in  all  kinds  of 
weather,  and  face  all  kinds  of  hardship. 

Men  in  the  Navy  have  also  been  killed, 
and  in  large  numbers,  but  when  they 
were  killed  it  happened  suddenly,  and 
they  were  not  hungry  or  dirty.  They 
went  down  in  the  sea  in  clean  clothes 
and  with  full  stomachs.  The  same  com¬ 
parison  applies  to  personnel  in  the  Air 
Force.  When  a  foot  slogger  is  killed,  he 
probably  has  not  had  a  bath  in  2  or  3 
weeks,  and  has  not  had  a  change  of  socks 
for  a  long  time.  That  is  why  it  is  difficult 
to  fill  the  ground  combat  force  units.  I 
think  such  men  are  entitled  to  special 
consideration. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  am  in  hearty 
accord  with  the  statement  regarding  the 
dangers  involved  in  foot  soldiering.  I 
think  such  duty  is  hazardous  above  every 
other  type  of  combat  that  any  other 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  may  be 
called  upon  to  perform.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator  that  in  World  War  II  and 
in  the  Korean  war,  foot  soldiers  were 
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entitled  to  some  extra  pay — call  it  bonus 
or  combat  pay. 

However,  I  wish  to  reiterate  one  point, 
though  I  do  appreciate  the  Senator’s  re¬ 
marks.  I  have  spent  much  of  my  life¬ 
time  in  the  Reserves.  I  remember  the 
time  when  we  had  to  pay  our  own  way 
to  go  to  camp,  when  we  had  to  take 
correspondence  courses,  and  when  we 
had  to  use  wooden  rifles.  If  the  plan 
now  suggested  shall  be  adopted,  I  should 
like  to  see  sufficient  appropriations  made 
for  the  ground  forces  so  that  adequate 
armories  might  be  built,  so  that  a  re¬ 
servist  might  actually  use  machineguns 
and  bazookas,  so  that  he  could  get  his 
hands  on  them  and  learn  to  use  them. 
There  is  nothing  that  will  discourage 
reserve  training  more  than  a  man’s  hav¬ 
ing  to  sit  week  after  week  before  a  black¬ 
board,  with  an  old  colonel  telling  him 
what  a  bazooka  will  do.  Furnishing  re¬ 
servists  with  the  necessary  materiel  and 
equipment  will  accomplish  wonders. 
That  has  been  the  secret  of  the  National 
Guard.  It  has  not  been  because  the 
men  fly.  Only  a  few  of  them  fly.  Far 
more  perform  their  duties  on  the  ground. 
But  members  of  the  National  Guard 
have  received  training.  For  that  reason 
there  are  standing  lines  waiting  to  get 
in  the  National  Guard  program. 

I  am  sure  General  Thurmond  will 
agree  with  me  that  proper  equipment 
for  the  Reserve  forces  and  interest  by 
the  armed  units  will  produce  a  good 
Reserve. 

I  have  often  thought  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  might  have 
a  subcommittee  devoted  entirely  to 
studying  Reserve  problems.  I  have  often 
felt  that  the  Defense  Department  could 
spend  more  time  on  Reserve  problems. 
I  feel  that  if  that  shall  be  done,  and  we 
show  the  reservist  that  we  have  an  in¬ 
terest  in  him,  we  will  not  have  to  resort 
to  bonuses.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  agree  in  large  meas¬ 
ure  with  what  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
has  said.  I  do  not  think  our  Reserve 
units  are  suffering  from  lack  of  equip¬ 
ment  at  this  time,  as  they  did  in  the 
days  to  which  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
has  referred.  But  I  believe  that  earlier 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  put  his  finger 
on  what  I  regard  as  the  weakest  point  of 
the  Reserve  program,  namely,  the  atti¬ 
tude  of  the  Regular  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  toward  the  Reserve.  I  care  not 
what  laws  Congress  may  pass  or  the 
amount  of  equipment  Congress  may  sup¬ 
ply  to  the  Defense  Establishment,  or  the 
number  of  armories  which  may  be  built; 
if  the  Reserves  are  not  accepted  as  a 
part  of  the  national  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment,  but  if,  instead,  they  are  regarded 
as  a  second-class  service,  our  Reserve 
program  will  not  be  successful.  We 
must  build  among  the  Regular  Military 
Establishment  or  the  Regular  forces  a 
different  attitude  toward  the  Reserves. 

Mr.  GOLD  W  ATER .  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  fur¬ 
ther  to  me,  so  that  I  may  complete  my 
statement  in  regard  to  this  line  of 
reasoning? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Scott  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  yield  further  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona? 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  Marine  Corps  pays  at¬ 
tention  to  the  Marine  Reserve,  and  has 
a  strong  Reserve;  and  the  Navy  pays 
attention  to  its  Reserve,  and  has  a  strong 
Reserve;  and  the  Air  Force  pays  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  Air  National  Guard,  and  has 
paid  tremendous  attention  to  its  Air  Re¬ 
serve  in  the  past  year  and  one-half,  and 
is  beginning  to  obtain  good,  concrete 
results. 

The  ground  forces  are  beginning  to 
show  a  real  interest  in  the  Reserve.  Fol¬ 
lowing  World  War  I,  however,  no  real  in¬ 
terest  was  shown  in  the  ground  force 
Reserves  until  the  last  2  or  3  years. 
However,  results  are  now  beginning  to  be 
obtained. 

So  I  think  there  is  concrete  evidence 
in  support  of  what  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  and  I  have  been  discussing, 
namely,  that  a  real  interest  on  the  part 
of  the  Regular  forces  in  the  Reserve 
units  is  essential  to  the  success  of  the 
Reserve  program.  We  can  provide  all 
the  bonuses  or  other  benefits  which  may 
be  desired;  but  until  the  Reserves  are 
treated  as  parts  of  the  Regular  services, 
there  will  not  be  success  with  the  Reserve 
program.  The  members  of  a  Reserve 
unit  will  not  have  pride  in  their  outfit 
if  it  is  kicked  around  at  the  top  level. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  desire 
to  endorse  what  the  able  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  said  regarding  the 
requisite  respect  for  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents,  if  they  are  to  play  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Establishment  the  part 
they  should  play. 

As  somewhat  related  to  that  point,  I 
wish  to  ask  a  question  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  based  upon  a  quiet  col¬ 
loquy  I  have  been  having  with  the  able 
Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Barrett], 
He  has  asked  me  whether  it  would  be 
possible  for  men  who  have  such  train¬ 
ing  liability,  and  who  live  at  some  dis¬ 
tance  from  an  organized  Reserve  unit  or 
Reserve  facility,  to  obtain  training  with 
a  National  Guard  unit. 

In  that  connection,  I  invite  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
to  the  fact  that  in  Wyoming,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  65  percent  of  the  young  men  affected 
live  within  25  miles  of  an  Army  National 
Guard  unit,  whereas  only  38  percent  of 
them  live  within  that  distance  of  an 
Army  Reserve  unit.  In  my  State,  74 
percent  live  within  25  miles  of  a  National 
Guard  unit,  whereas  only  35  percent  live 
within  25  miles  of  a  Reserve  unit.  In 
North  Dakota,  67  percent  are  within  25 
miles  of  a  National  Guard  unit,  but  only 
40  percent  are  within  that  distance  of  a 
Reserve  unit.  In  Tennessee,  97  percent 
live  within  25  miles  of  a  National  Guard 
unit,  but  only  77  percent  live  within  25 
miles  of  a  Reserve  unit.  In  other  words, 
from  20  percent  to  40  percent  more 
could  be  taken  care  of  if  the  Army  would 
recognize  the  National  Guard  as  a  fit 
implement  to  provide  the  requisite  drill 
and  training. 

Is  it  possible,  under  the  language  of 
the  bill,  for  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
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recognize  the  training  provided  by  a  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  unit  for  those  who  might 
be  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Does  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  refer  to  those  who 
have  had  no  prior  service,  or  does  he 
refer  to  those  who  have  had  prior  serv¬ 
ice? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  refer 
to  those  who  have  not  had  prior  serv¬ 
ice.  As  I  understand,  there  are  two  cate¬ 
gories. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  knows,  a  man  who  has 
had  no  prior  service  can  enter  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  at  this  time,  on  the  same 
basis  on  which  he  will  be  able  to  enter 
the  Reserve,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  In  other 
words,  he  can  join  a  National  Guard 
unit. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  and  he  can  do  so 
today.  Such  authority  has  existed  for 
several  years. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  In  some 
instances  the  National  Guard  units  are 
up  to  their  full  authorized  strength. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  it  important 
to  increase  their  strength.  As  the  Sen- 
aor  from  South  Dakota  knows,  the  over¬ 
all  strength  of  the  National  Guard  is 
fixed  by  the  annual  appropriations  made 
by  Congress. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  have 
particularly  in  mind  the  specialized 
units,  for  I  know  that  in  my  hometown 
there  is  a  specialized  unit  which  is  not 
very  large,  and  the  authorized  strength 
for  it  is  not  large.  If  the  program  now 
proposed  becomes  law,  in  that  area  there 
will  be  more  men  who  might  wish  to  join 
that  National  Guard  unit  than  the  au¬ 
thorized  strength  of  that  unit  would  per¬ 
mit  to  join  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  perfectly 
clear  in  my  own  mind  whether  a  man 
with  no  prior  service,  and  who  is  now  in 
the  Reserve,  could  be  assigned  to  a  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  unit  for  training.  Such 
authority  may  exist;  but  I  wish  to  say 
frankly  that,  in  my  judgment,  it  is  most 
unlikely  that  such  a  man  would  be  so 
assigned  by  the  Defense  Establishment, 
because  the  defense  program,  as  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  sent  it  to  Congress,  re¬ 
quests  authority  to  require  6  months  of 
active  training  or  service  on  the  part  of 
the  National  Guard.  So  it  is  highly  un¬ 
likely  that  the  Defense  Establishment 
would  assign  to  a  National  Guard  unit, 
for  training,  a  man  who  enlisted  in  the 
Reserve.  However,  one  who  enlists  in 
the  National  Guard  has  all  the  rights 
and  benefits  which  under  this  program 
will  accrue  to  those  who  enlist  in  the 
Reserve. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  think 
that  is  true.  The  problem  to  which  I 
have  referred  would  arise  when  the  near¬ 
est  National  Guard  unit  was  up  to  its 
full  authorized  strength,  with  the  result 
that  there  would  be  no  vacancies  in  it 
for  additional  enlistees. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  might  be  indi¬ 
vidual  cases  of  that  sort;  but  the  Reserve 
program  contemplates  the  establishment 
of  additional  units,  as  was  testified  be¬ 
fore  our  committee. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  realize 
that.  However,  in  the  table  in  the  hear- 
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ings  there  is  a  column  for  current  and 
proposed  units  and  other  column  for 
current  or  existing  units.  It  so  happens 
that  for  my  State  the  same  figure  ap¬ 
pears  in  each  column,  namely,  35.  So 
in  the  case  of  my  State  there  would  be  no 
change  in  that  situation. 

I  understand  there  are  two  categories 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  in  which  men  may 
enlist.  One  is  under  the  first  provision, 
when  the  President  determines  that  the 
enlisted  strength  is  not  sufficient.  In 
that  category,  a  man  who  enlisted  would 
be  liable  for  6  months’  active  training 
to  start  off  his  Reserve  service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Prom  3  to  6  months, 
as  the  bill  was  finally  reported. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  How¬ 
ever,  on  page  23  there  is  a  proviso  which 
permits  an  enlistment  when  the  training 
period  is  not  required,  provided  the  en¬ 
listment  occurs  before  the  age  of  18 
years  and  6  months. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  With  liability  running 
until  the  man  attains  the  age  of  28. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Yes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Whereas,  under  the 
other  program,  if  he  takes  from  3  to  6 
months’  training,  as  prescribed  by  the 
Department  of  Defense,  his  liability  is 
extinguished  after  8  years.  So  in  the 
case  of  a  17-year-old  boy,  he  would  have 
3  years  less  liability  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve,  if  he  took  the  training  of  from  3  to 
6  months. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  am 
very  glad  the  chairman  has  pointed  out 
the  distinction  between  the  two  classes 
of  enlistments  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  are  really  three 
different  categories  of  enlistments  pro¬ 
vide  by  law  for  the  Ready  Reserve 
units.  First,  under  existing  law,  there 
is  the  National  Guard.  A  man  can  en¬ 
list  between  the  ages  of  17  and  18*4 
in  the  National  Guard.  So  long  as  he 
satisfactorily  performs  the  equivalent  of 
48  weekly  drills  and  2  weeks  of  training, 
he  is  exempt  from  induction  under  the 
Selective  Service  if  he  carries  on  until 
age  28. 

To  give  the  National  Guard  men  some 
part  of  the  reduced  period  which  is 
afforded  the  Reserves  under  this  bill, 
the  committee  inserted  an  amendment, 
so  that  if  the  National  Guardsman  re¬ 
ports  for  3  months  of  active  duty  for 
training  with  the  Regular  forces,  his 
Ready  Reserve  liability  shall  expire  after 
8  years,  just  as  it  does  in  the  case  of  the 
Reserve  who  has  from  3  to  6  months  of 
active  duty. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  think 
that  is  a  wise  provision.  It  was  due  to 
the  foresight  and  analytical  judgment  of 
the  chairman  that  that  provision  was 
inserted.  It  dovetails  very  nicely. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  slept  with  this  question — or,  rather, 
I  wrestled  with  it — for  2  or  3  weeks,  in  an 
effort  to  coordinate  the  program  as  well 
as  possible.  Whether  we  have  a  good 
program  or  not,  only  time  will  tell.  At 
least  it  is  coordinated. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  is  co¬ 
ordinated.  I  think  the  explanation  of  the 
three  categories  is  fine  for  the  Record. 

I  also  invited  the  attention  of  the 
chairman  to  this  subject  because  of  one 
possible  oversight  on  my  part,  or  possi¬ 


bly  on  the  part  of  the  staff  in  not  calling 
my  attention  to  it. 

In  connection  with  the  enlistment  with 
respect  to  which  a  6  months’  training 
period  is  provided,  we  inserted,  in  the 
provision  on  page  16,  line  16,  the  words 
‘‘Until  August  1,  1959.” 

The  chairman  will  recall  that  I  sug¬ 
gested  that  it  would  be  well  to  have  a 
date  inserted  so  as  to  insure  a  review 
of  the  program.  I  had  intended  that 
that  date,  insuring  a  review,  should  also 
apply  to  the  second  category  of  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  which  the  6 -months  training 
is  not  required.  By  reference  to  page 
23,  line  25,  it  will  be  noted  that  the 
words  “Until  August  1,  1959”  do  not  ap¬ 
pear. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Why  should  there  be 
a  cut-off  date  in  that  instance?  Why 
should  not  the  Reserve  units  have  the 
same  benefits,  by  permanent  law,  as  are 
accorded  to  the  National  Guard?  I  can 
see  some  reason  for  reviewing  the  6 
months  training,  but  the  maintenance 
of  our  Regular  Reserve  units  has  been 
one  of  the  prime  purposes  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  organization  since  the  beginning 
of  the  country,  when  George  Washing¬ 
ton  recommended  a  strong  and  well- 
trained  militia.  I  can  see  why  the  cut¬ 
off  date  should  apply  in  the  case  of  6 
months  training,  but  I  can  see  no  sub¬ 
stantial  reason  why  we  should  apply  a 
cut-off  date  to  voluntary  enlistment  in 
the  Reserve  components. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  My 
thought  is  that  in  this  instance  it  es¬ 
tablishes  deferment  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  but  why  not  give 
to  the  Reserve  units  the  same  thing  the 
National  Guard  has?  The  National 
Guard  has  that  benefit  today. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  There  is 
a  deadline  with  respect  to  the  life  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act,  and  I  thought  we 
were  thinking  of  a  date  which  would  be 
coordinated  with  the  period  during 
which  the  Selective  Service  Act  would 
be  in  force,  without  reenactment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  merely  the  in¬ 
duction  which  stops  under  the  Selective 
Service.  But  there  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  cut  off  the  time  when  a  man 
might  enlist  in  the  Reserve. 

I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  insist  on 
such  an  amendment.  I  was  glad  to  go 
along  with  him  in  connection  with  his 
other  amendment,  because  I  thought  it 
strengthened  the  bill  to  have  a  review  of 
the  6  months  training  period.  But  the 
amendment  he  now  suggests  relates  only 
to  the  Regular  Reserve  establishments, 
and  they  feel  that  they  should  have  the 
same  opportunity  as  the  National  Guard 
in  competing  for  young  men. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  may  be 
that  that  is  sufficient,  but  I  think  there 
should  be  a  review  period. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  will  review  the 
program  when  we  review  the  Selective 
Service  Act. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The 
Selective  Service  Act  will  expire,  and  that 
will  accomplish  the  same  purpose. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  will  accomplish 
the  purpose  the  Senator  has  in  mind. 


July  Ilf 

Mr.  BEALL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BEALL.  If  a  boy  between  the  ages 
of  17  and  I8V2  enlists  in  the  National 
Guard,  and  is  assigned  to  a  company  in 
his  home  town,  and  then  leaves  his  home 
town,  either  for  employment  or  for  some 
other  reason — perhaps  for  school — can 
he  transfer  to  a  company  in  the  com¬ 
munity  to  which  he  goes? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sure  that  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of 
1952.  Under  those  circumstances  a  man 
could  transfer,  with  the  same  rights  pre¬ 
served  that  he  had  under  his  original 
enlistment. 

Mi'.  BEALL.  Suppose  he  goes  to  an¬ 
other  State? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  His  rights  are  pre¬ 
served,  provided  the  Governor  has  ap¬ 
proved  that  system  within  the  State. 
The  right  which  accrues  to  be  exempt 
from  induction  applies  only  when  the 
Governor  of  the  State  has  requested  that 
it  be  done.  I  think  all  48  governors  have 
done  so,  but  in  case  the  man  should  move 
to  a  State  in  which  such  a  request  had 
not  been  made  by  the  Governor,  he  would 
lose  his  exemption. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  But 
otherwise  he  could  transfer  from  one 
State  to  another. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  With  the  approval  of 
the  Governor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  quite  a  few  ques¬ 
tions  to  ask  for  the  purpose  of  estab¬ 
lishing  the  legislative  history.  I  wish  to 
follow  the  Senator’s  pleasure.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  completed  his  explanation  of  the  bill 
or  not,  or  whether  he  would  prefer  to 
have  me  withhold  my  questions  until  he 
concludes  any  further  statement  he  may 
wish  to  make.  I  desire  to  accommodate 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  willing  to  yield 
for  questions  at  any  time  the  Senator 
sees  fit.  There  are  one  or  two  other 
features  of  the  bill  which  I  desire  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  but 
I  can  do  so  just  as  well  after  undertak¬ 
ing  to  answer  the  Senator’s  questions. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
better  if  I  asked  them  now. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  yield  at  this  juncture. 

Mr.  MORSE.  By  way  of  preface,  per¬ 
mit  me  to  say  that  I  have  not  had  the 
time  to  study  the  hearings  on  the  bill. 
I  am  sure  that  if  I  had  had  the  time  I 
would  not  be  asking  many  of  these  ques¬ 
tions  now.  However,  I  know  that  the 
plan  is  to  vote  on  the  bill  this  afternoon, 
and  I  feel  that  these  questions  should 
be  asked  and  answered. 

Also,  as  a  former  associate  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  on  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  I  wish  to  say  in  his  pres¬ 
ence  what  I  have  said  in  many  places  in 
the  United  States — that  I  think  he  is  the 
best  informed  man  on  military  problems 
in  the  entire  Congress;  I  think  he  has 
few  equals,  if  any. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  flatters 
me  far  beyond  my  deserts.  Neverthe- 
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less,  the  praise  is  sweet,  and  thankfully 
received. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  express  my  judgment 
on  the  basis  of  years  of  service  with  the 
Senator  from  Georgia. 

Next,  I  wish  to  make  very  clear,  by 
way  of  preface,  that  these  questions  are 
entirely  impersonal.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  entitled  to  know  the  basis  for 
them. 

Last  night  I  was  called  into  what 
might  be  called  an  emergency  confer¬ 
ence.  I  was  invited  to  the  conference 
by  representatives  of  various  groups,  in¬ 
cluding  some  civil-rights  groups,  which 
apparently  disagree  with  certain  features 
of  the  bill.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  knows  me  well  enough  to  feel 
confident  that  when  I  ask  questions  on 
any  issue  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
information  into  the  Record,  leaving  to 
each  Senator  the  right  to  reach  his  own 
value  judgment  as  to  the  course  of  action 
he  should  follow. 

However,  the  people  to  whom  I  refer 
are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and 
they  are  entitled  to  present  their  point 
of  view  to  their  elected  officials  and,  if 
in  the  judgment  of  those  officials,  the 
point  of  view  is  a  meritorious  one,  to 
have  a  legislative  record  made;  and  they 
are  entitled  to  have  their  elected  offi¬ 
cials  elicit  for  them  the  information  I 
now-  seek  from  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia.  I  know  I  shall  get  the  informa¬ 
tion  from  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  try  to  answer 
the  Senator’s  questions,  in  whatever 
field  they  may  be,  in  the  best  of  good 
faith. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  some  of  the  questions 
I  shall  ask  are  answered  in  the  hearings, 
I  should  like  the  Record  to  show  that  I 
have  not  had  time  to  read  the  hearings. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  hearings  are 
rather  voluminous. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  get  a  copy  of 
the  report  or  of  the  hearings  until  earlier 
today.  I  have  not  had  time  to  go  through 
the  hearings.  I  shall  make  my  questions 
as  brief  as  I  can.  Some  of  them  may  call 
for  a  little  explanation  of  the  points  of 
view  expressed  in  the  conference  last 
night,  to  which  I  have  alluded,  prelimin¬ 
ary  to  stating  the  questions  themselves. 

First,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sena¬ 
tor  if  it  would  be  correct  to  describe  the 
bill,  as  reported  by  the  Senate  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services,  as  a  bill  which 
seeks  to  provide  a  system  of  universal 
service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  say  that  the 
bill  could  not  possibly  have  that  effect. 
I  should  like  to  see  some  system  of  uni¬ 
versal  service  established,  but  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  does  not  have  any  universality 
and  no  compulsion  on  any  men  who 
have  not  been  inducted  into  the  military 
service. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  know's,  he  and  I  have  supported, 
and  I  still  support,  a  universal  military 
service  bill.  I  am  still  of  the  opinion 
that  the  general  principles  of  the 
American  Legion  bill  of  1944  constitute 
the  best  plan  I  have  studied  to  date. 
There  may  be  better  plans,  which  I  have 
not  studied,  but  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  will  recall  that  during  my  8 
years  of  service  on  the  Committee  on 


Armed  Services,  I  supported  a  universal 
military  service  bill  along  the  lines  of 
the  American  Legion  bill.  I  would  still 
support  such  a  bill,  because  I  believe  the 
security  and  defense  needs  of  my  coun¬ 
try  call  for  much  to  be  done  along  that 
line. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  a  coauthor  with  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  in  1951  of  the  universal 
military  service  bill,  which  was  passed 
by  the  Senate  after  long  and  exhaustive 
hearings.  I  believe  that  bill  substan¬ 
tially  incorporated  the  principles  of  the 
American  Legion  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  must  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  that  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  some  of  the  organizations  with 
whom  I  met  last  night  completely  dis¬ 
agree  with  respect  to  my  views  on  the 
needs  of  a  universal  training  bill  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  security  of  our  country. 

However,  that  fact  in  no  way  lessens 
their  right  to  have  me  consider  their 
point  of  view  and  to  present  their  point 
of  view,  as  I  seek  to  do  in  asking  my 
questions  this  afternoon  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  that  earlier  the  ques¬ 
tion  was  asked  about  the  universality  of 
the  pending  bill.  As  it  relates  to  men 
who  are  not  prior  servicemen,  there  is 
absolutely  no  compulsion.  Therefore,  it 
cannot  be  called  a  universal  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Would  it  be  correct  to 
say  that  the  pending  bill  continues  the 
exemption  from  induction  into  the  mili¬ 
tary  service  under  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  persons  who  enlist  in  the  National 
Guard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  does.  It  not  only 
continues  that  exemption,  but  it  creates 
in  the  Reserve  a  similar  exemption, 
which  has  not  heretofore  existed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Therefore,  one  of  the 
major  results  of  the  bill,  if  enacted  into 
law,  will  be  to  give  to  the  youth  of  the 
country  who  can  qualify  under  its  terms 
a  choice  of  whether  they  will  await  selec¬ 
tive  service  or,  if  the  allotment  is  not 
filled,  to  seek  enlistment  in  the  National 
Guard.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  Of 
course,  where  there  is  no  National  Guard 
unit  available,  such  persons  can  enlist 
in  the  Reserve  under  some  form  of  the 
National  Guard  exemption  which  has 
been  a  matter  of  statutory  provision  for 
several  years.  That  right  is  created  in 
the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Would  it  be  correct  to 
say  that  one  of  the  effects  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill,  if  passed,  would  be  to  give  the 
white  youth  of  the  country  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  avoid  active  service  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  discriminate  against  the 
colored  youth  who,  because  the  National 
Guard  of  their  particular  State  excludes 
or  segregates  Negroes,  must  enter  active 
duty  away  from  home? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  assumption  on 
which  that  question  is  predicated  is  en¬ 
tirely  erroneous.  The  bill  in  no  way 
affects  the  National  Guard  in  States 
where  it  is  segregated  at  the  present 
time.  It  does  for  the  first  time  open  up 
Reserve  units  in  which  colored  youths — 
we  might  as  well  us  the  term — can  en¬ 
ter  and  obtain  the  same  exemptions 


from  selective  service  that  the  white 
youths  have  had  in  States  which  do 
have  a  segregated  National  Guard  at  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  These  first  questions 
deal  with  the  relationship  of  the  white 
and  colored  youths  to  the  National 
Guard.  It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  in  some 
States  the  National  Guard  is  not  open 
to  colored  youths,  and  in  other  States 
the  National  Guard  is  open  to  colored 
youths,  but  on  a  segregated  basis? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  undoubtedly 
correct.  In  some  States  I  understand 
there  are  no  units  of  the  National  Guard 
which  are  open  to  colored  youths  at  the 
present  time.  In  some  other  States 
there  are  units  which  are  open  only  to 
colored  youths.  In  other  States  there 
are  units  which  are  open  only  to  white 
youths.  In  the  Reserve  units,  since  they 
are  Army  of  the  United  States  units, 
such  restrictions  do  not  apply. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  believe  the  Senator’s 
answer  needs  to  be  emphasized  in  the 
Record,  so  that  men  who  do  not  now 
understand  the  situation,  will  under¬ 
stand  that,  so  far  as  the  letter  of  the 
proposed  law  is  concerned,  it  in  no  way 
changes  the  existing  law  in  respect  to 
the  administration  and  operation  of  the 
National  Guard  in  the  respective  States 
as  of  the  present  time. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  His¬ 
torically,  the  establishment  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  the  selection  of  its 
officers  and  of  the  composition  of  its 
units  have  been  a  matter  for  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  States.  The  pending  bill  in 
no  way  undertakes  to  impose  any  Fed¬ 
eral  restrictions  on  that  historic  con¬ 
cept. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  raises  the  next 
question.  Can  it  be  said  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill,  being  Federal  legislation,  brings 
the  Federal  Government  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  program,  and  grants  an 
exemption  on  a  much  broader  basis  to 
white  youths  and  restricts,  on  a  much 
broader  basis,  colored  youths,  although 
one  of  the  purposes  of  the  bill  is  to 
increase  the  number  of  men  in  the  Re¬ 
serve? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  in  no  way 
affects  the  situation  which  the  Senator 
has  in  mind.  That  situation  is  created 
by  other  law,  which  is  not  involved  in 
the  pending  bill.  The  pending  bill  does 
not  create  any  exemption  in  the  case  of 
members  of  the  National  Guard.  It  does 
not  deal  with  the  National  Guard,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  provision  for  3  months’  vol¬ 
unteer  training  on  the  part  of  any 
member  of  the  National  Guard  who 
wishes  to  volunteer  for  training  in  the 
armed  seiwices.  The  bill  does  not  create 
any  exemption  or  benefit  for  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  National  Guard.  The  benefits 
to  which  the  Senator  from  Oregon  re¬ 
fers  were  created  by  law  which  was 
passed  in  1948,  7  years  ago.  The  bill  in 
no  way  affects  that  existing  law. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Perhaps  a  little  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  point  with  the  Senator  will 
make  clear  the  objection  that  was  raised 
at  the  conference  of  last  night  to  which 
I  have  referred.  Although,  as  was  ad¬ 
mitted,  the  bill  does  not  change  the  1948 
law  as  to  its  letter,  nevertheless,  one  of 
the  objectives  of  the  bill  now  pending 
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is  to  broaden  the  base  of  our  Reserves 
by  increasing  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Reserves,  and  the  National  Guard  is  to 
be  one  of  the  very  important  components 
of  the  Reserve. 

Therefore,  to  the  extent  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  will  affect  a  greater  number  of 
men,  it  extends  and  expands  what  to 
these  people  is  already  an  existing  dis¬ 
crimination  in  the  law. 

Mi*.  RUSSELL.  That  argument  is 
wholly  erroneous.  The  bill  does  not  in¬ 
crease  the  total  number  of  men  in  the 
National  Guard  by  one  man. 

It  does  propose  means  which  will  greatly 
increase  the  Reserve  units  of  the  Army, 
but  the  number  of  men  in  the  National 
Guard  is  controlled  by  the  annual  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  and  this  bill  does  not 
affect  them  in  the  slightest  degree.  The 
Senator  heard  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  complain  because  the 
ranks  of  the  National  Guard  in  his  State 
are  filled  up.  There  was  no  question  of 
color  involved  there. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 
Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  say  to 
my  colleague  from  Oregon  that  I  think 
the  opposite  may  be  true.  One  of  the 
reasons  why  the  National  Guard  did  not 
wish  to  be  included  in  the  bill  was  that 
there  might  be  a  question  whether  vol¬ 
untary  enlistments  would  be  cut.  As  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  said,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  total  is  fixed  at  around 
450,000  men.  It  may  be  less  than  that 
today. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  speak 
more  loudly? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  was  saying 
that  one  of  the  problems  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  faced  was  the  question  of  the 
National  Guard  being  included  or  not 
included  in  the  bill,  and  the  committee 
decided  not  to  include  it.  One  of  the 
reasons  for  that  was  to  make  it  possible 
for  the  National  Guard  to  sustain  its  en¬ 
listments.  If  it  should  be  included  in 
the  bill,  the  enlistments  might  suffer  be¬ 
cause  the  Reserve  would  become  more 
desirable.  Therefore,  so  far  as  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  con¬ 
cerned,  as  I  see  it,  it  is  not  a  question  of 
building  up  the  National  Guard  and  mak¬ 
ing  a  discrimination,  but,  rather,  that  the 
National  Guard  now  has  its  quota,  and 
we  wish  to  see  it  maintain  its  quota  de¬ 
spite  the  fact  that  there  may  be  a  greater 
inducement  for  men  to  go  into  the  re¬ 
serve. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  stated  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  was  predicated  upon  the  completely 
erroneous  conception  that  it  increases 
the  Ready  Reserve  by  perhaps  a  million 
men.  It  does  open  up  an  almost  unlim¬ 
ited  number  of  places  in  the  Reserve, 
with  the  same  rights  which  accrue  to 
members  of  the  National  Guard  under 
the  1948  act. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  is  correct  in  his  statement 
that  it  does  not  affect  the  size  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard;  but  what  will  happen  in 
those  States  which  do  not  permit  colored 


enlistments  in  the  National  Guard?  I 
am  told  that  there  are  at  least  a  million 
Negro  youths  in  those  States.  What  op¬ 
portunity  will  they  have  to  claim  the 
same  exemption  given  to  the  white  boys 
and  on  an  equal  basis. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  have  none  un¬ 
less  this  bill  is  passed.  The  bill  opens 
up  the  reserve  units  of  the  United  States 
Army,  which  presently  are  nonsegre- 
gated.  There  has  been  a  great  clamor 
throughout  the  Nation  for  a  number  of 
years  for  nonsegregated  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  This  bill  opens  up  reserve  units  in 
which  men  may  enlist  without  regard 
to  color,  and  obtain  the  same  rights  ac¬ 
corded  the  National  Guardsmen  at  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  With  the  same  exemp¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Exactly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Will  they  be  required 
to  leave  home  to  serve  in  the  reserve 
units  if  they  live  100  miles  away? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  will  not.  They 
have  exactly  the  same  requirement  as 
that  which  applies  to  the  National 
Guard.  A  National  Guardsman  must 
have  the  equivalent  of  48  drills.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  by  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  Goldwater]  that  that  does 
not  mean  48  days,  but  48  periods  of  drill, 
and  2  weeks  of  military  training.  This 
bill  would  afford  for  the  first  time  the 
same  privilege  and  benefit  to  those  en¬ 
listing  in  the  reserve  units  which  will  be 
created  under  this  bill  in  an  affort  to 
bring  the  Army  up  to  the  point  set  by  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly,  the  National 
Guard  is  considered  a  very  important 
component  in  our  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  and  in  our  effort  to  create  a  Ready 
Reserve;  and  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of 
creating  such  a  Reserve.  But  in  States 
where  Negroes  are  not  permitted  to  en¬ 
list  in  the  National  Guard,  and,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  best  information  I  have,  there 
are  about  a  million  Negro  youths  so  af¬ 
fected,  they  will  have  to  enlist  in  the 
Reserve  or  in  segregated  units.  They 
will  obviously  again  be  tragically  dis¬ 
criminated  against. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  figure  of  a  mil¬ 
lion  is  not  significant,  because  there  are 
perhaps  2  million  white  youths  who  will 
have  no  opportunity  to  enlist. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  They  may  have  the 
opportunity  of  enlisting  in  the  National 
Guard  in  some  States  providing  they  are 
accepted,  but  they  do  not  have  the  op¬ 
portunity,  of  course,  if  the  law  or  ac¬ 
cepted  custom  forbids  integrated  units 
to  be  set  up.  Even  in  States  where  there 
is  no  prohibition  against  Negro  National 
Guard  units,  no  Negro  can  enter  the 
National  Guard  save  in  a  very  minor 
degree,  because  in  few  States  are  Negros 
welcomed  in  most  Guard  regiments. 
They  find  it  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  enlist  in  many  Guard  units,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  in  those  States  which  have  the 
prohibition  to  which  I  have  referred  they 
are  completely  excluded. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  not  know 
about  all  the  States.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  policy  in  all  the  States.  But 
I  answered  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]  very  frankly,  and  I  always 
try  to  be  forthright,  by  saying  that  there 
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are  States  where  Negroes  cannot  enlist 
in  the  National  Guard  at  the  present 
time.  That  is  undoubtedly  a  fact. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  did  not  know  that 
was  on  the  Record.  I  am  glad  that  it 
is  again  on  the  Record.  I  have  the 
highest  respect  for  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  and  I  appreciate  the  amount 
of  work  he  has  done  in  connection  with 
this  bill,  but  he  knows  that  he  and  I  do 
not  see  eye  to  eye  on  this  issue  even  if 
we  do  on  many  others.  I  have  a  very 
strong  feeling  that  while  I  very  greatly 
wish  to  see  the  Reserve  bill  pass — and 
I  have  wanted  to  see  it  enacted  for  a 
great  many  years — I  think  there  are 
many  injustices  and  inequities  in  the  bill 
which  is  now  before  us. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator’s  state¬ 
ment  is  wholly  in  error.  This  bill  does 
not  create  any  inequity  or  any  injustice 
because  it  does  not  deal  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  If  it  is  an  inequity  or  an 
injustice  to  have  segregated  units — and, 
in  my  opinion,  it  is  not — the  bill  creates 
a  large  number  of  Reserve  units  in  the 
Army  which  are  totally  under  Federal 
control,  where  segregation  cannot  ob¬ 
tain,  because  of  orders  which  have  been 
issued  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  the  Commander  in  Chief,  starting 
with  President  Truman  and  strength¬ 
ened  greatly  by  President  Eisenhower. 

So,  instead  of  creating  or  perpetuat¬ 
ing  any  injustice,  the  bill  does  not  affect 
the  National  Guard,  but  it  does  afford 
to  the  Negro  youths  in  States  where  the 
National  Guard  is  white  the  right  to 
enlist  in  Reserve  units  and  obtain  the 
same  exemption  from  the  draft  as  is 
applicable  to  those  who  enlist  in  the 
National  Guard  units. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  It  seems 
to  me  we  could  help  to  clarify  the  situa¬ 
tion  by  suggesting  that  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  will  be  a  sort  of  parallel  organi¬ 
zation  with  the  National  Guard,  except 
that  it  will  be  completely  a  Federal  or¬ 
ganization,  and  the  National  Guard  will 
remain  a  State  organization. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  And  the 
parallel  Federal  Ready  Reserve  will  start 
off  with  a  period  of  3  to  6  months  of 
active  training? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no.  The  Senator 
knows  this  bill  contains  the  provision 
that  a  man  can  enlist  in  the  Reserve 
under  the  same  requirements  which 
apply  to  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  That  is 
correct,  if  a  man  enlists  at  an  earlier 
age. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

The  States  historically  have  always 
controlled  the  National  Guard.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  written  into  the 
State  constitutions  that  each  governor  is 
the  commander  in  chief  of  the  National 
Guard  of  his  State.  That  is  one  of  the 
few  examples  of  State  sovereignty  that 
remain  in  this  highly  centralized  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  ours. 

The  bill  does  not  affect  the  situation 
of  the  National  Guard,  but  it  opens  up 


1955  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE  9101 


innumerable  opportunities  to  the  youth 
of  every  race  and  belief  to  enlist  in  the 
Reserve  units  and  to  have  exactly  the 
same  privileges  accorded  them  as  are  ac¬ 
corded  the  members  of  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  wish  to  try  to 
make  this  point  as  clear  as  I  can,  from 
my  point  of  view.  I  may  say  to  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mi*. 
Lehman]  that,  taking  Massachusetts  as 
an  example,  every  unit,  so  far  as  I  know, 
is  nonsegregated.  I  do  not  believe  any¬ 
one  has  been  refused  enlistment  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  because  of  his  color,  race, 
creed,  or  belief. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Is  the  Senator  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  referring 
to  the  National  Guard.  I  reviewed  the 
National  Guard  last  year.  I  think  every 
unit  contained  members  of  the  Negro 
and  w-hite  races,  without  any  question. 
I  will  not  say  that  that  was  true  of  every 
unit,  but  I  watched  the  whole  National 
Guard  of  Massachusetts  pass  by  in  re¬ 
view  and  I  would  say  that  is  true. 

The  National  Guard,  including  the  air 
wing,  comprises  about  450,000  men.  The 
Reserve  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
is  supporting  in  the  bill  would  be  com¬ 
prised  of  2,900,000  men.  So  there  are 
about  6  chances  to  go  into  the  nonseg¬ 
regated  Reserve  to  1  chance  to  go  into 
the  National  Guard.  In  other  words, 
with  a  total  component  of  2,900,000,  the 
Reserve  will  be  6  times  the  size  of  the 
National  Guard,  and  there  will  be  6  times 
greater  opportunity  for  a  boy  to  join  the 
Reserve  as  there  is  to  enlist  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield,  that  I  may 
make  an  observation  in  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  surprised  to  hear 
my  friend  from  Massachusetts  make  the 
statement  that  no  discrimination  is 
practiced  in  any  of  the  National  Guard 
units. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Of  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  Massachusetts. 
Of  course,  I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
Guard  in  Massachusetts.  I  say  I  am 
surprised  because,  from  my  observation 
in  other  States,  that  is  not  the  fact.  If 
it  is  true  in  Massachusetts,  I  congratu¬ 
late  Massachusetts — and  I  feel  certain 
it  must  be  true,  otherwise,  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  would  not  have 
made  the  statement. 

But  my  observation  indicates  that  con¬ 
ditions  generally  are  quite  different.  I 
believe  discrimination  is  practiced  on 
many  grounds,  notably  the  ground  of 
color,  in  many  of  the  National  Guard 
units  of  most  of  the  States. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,' 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  During  the  G 
years  I  was  Governor,  and  in  the  years 
since  I  was  Governor,  I  reviewed  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  in  my  State,  and  have  seen 


no  evidence,  and  have  never  had  a  com¬ 
plaint  brought  to  my  attention,  that 
there  has  been  any  question  of  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  Massachusetts  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  can  match  that 
length  of  service  as  the  Governor  of  a 
State  with  that  of  my  friend  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  Unfortunately,  I  have  seen 
many  evidences  of  discrimination  in 
many  Guard  units  in  many  States. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  become  involved  in  the  debate 
on  the  question  other  Senators  are  dis¬ 
cussing.  There  are  observations  I  should 
like  to  make,  but  I  think  they  would 
bring  on  more  discussion. 

I  now  yield  to  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Can  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  tell  me  whether  the  passage  of 
the  bill  would  in  any  way  result  in  any 
financial  obligations  being  undertaken 
by  the  Federal  Government  with  respect 
to  the  State  National  Guard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  does  not  in¬ 
crease  the  financial  obligation  or  respon¬ 
sibility  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
the  State  National  Guard  by  one  thin 
dime. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  true,  is  it  not,  that 
the  State  National  Guard  which  enlists 
youths,  who  then  become  exempt  from 
the  draft  under  the  terms  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  law,  is  to  that  degree  per¬ 
forming  a  financial  service  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment? 

Mi-.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no.  The  Federal 
Government  spends  a  large  amount  of 
money  on  the  National  Guard.  It  pays 
the  National  Guardsmen  for  their  drills. 
But  the  Senator’s  question  was  concern¬ 
ing  the  pending  bill.  I  said  the  bill 
would  have  no  effect  whatsoever  on  the 
financial  obligation  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  National  Guard.  As  the 
Senator  well  knows,  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  provides  for  the  drills  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  furnishes  a  large  part 
of  the  equipment  for  it.  But  that  is  not 
under  any  provision  of  this  bill;  it  is 
under  laws  some  of  which  have  been  on 
the  statute  books  for  as  long  as  75  or 
80  years. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Perhaps  I  did  not  make 
my  question  very  clear.  It  was  to  lead 
up  to  the  information  I  was  seeking  that 
I  asked  the  question. 

Does  the  Senator  know  whether  there 
have  been,  during  the  past  several  years 
and  are  at  present,  National  Guard  units 
which  have  had  difficulty  in  keeping 
their  quotas  filled? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  advised  as 
to  the  details  of  that  matter.  It  would 
be  very  remarkable  if  there  were  not 
some  units  in  the  National  Guard 
throughout  the  country  which  had  not 
had  some  difficulty  in  filling  their 
quotas.  But  in  the  past  7  years  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  has  experienced  less  diffi¬ 
culty  in  filling  its  quotas  than  ever  be¬ 
fore  in  its  history.  In  the  majority  of 
instances,  there  are  men  who  are  seeking 
to  enter  the  National  Guard  units. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Once  the  bill  becomes 
law,  is  it  contemplated  that  the  gover¬ 
nors  and  the  legislatures  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  States  may  be  induced  to  increase 


the  number  of  men  who  can  be  taken 
into  the  State  National  Guard  units? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  States  might  do  about  it,  because 
members  of  the  National  Guard  are  paid 
by  the  Federal  Government;  and  the 
control  on  the  number  of  National 
Guardsmen  is  in  Washington,  with  the 
Federal  Government.  The  only  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  Government  is  as  to 
the  450,000  guardsmen  who  are  dis¬ 
tributed  throughout  the  United  States 
under  a  formula.  That  is  the  only  ac¬ 
tivity  which  entails  any  Federal 
responsibility.  I  may  say. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  bill  contem¬ 
plates  2,900,000  Reservists,  including 
450,000  National  Guard  men. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
pardon  me  for  dwelling  longer  on  this 
point. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  can  dwell 
on  it  as  long  as  he  wishes  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  dwelling  on  the 
point  which  involved  an  expression  of 
fear  at  the  meeting  last  night  which  I 
frankly  told  the  Senator  at  the  beginning 
was  the  basis  for  these  questions.  The 
fear  was  expressed  as  follows,  that  under 
the  bill,  if  it  becomes  law,  there  would 
not  be  anything  which  would  restrict  the 
Pentagon  from  recommending  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  membership  of  the  National 
Guard  of  certain  States  in  which  segre¬ 
gation  policies  now  exist,  or  in  which 
Negro  youths  are  not  allowed  to  enlist  in 
the  Guard  at  all;  and  that  that  would 
mean  an  expenditure  of  additional  Fed¬ 
eral  funds  to  those  States,  which  would 
result  in  giving  an  additional  advantage 
to  the  w-hite  youths  of  those  States  and 
a  greater  disadvantage  to  the  colored 
youths  of  those  States,  w-ith  respect  to 
the  National  Guard,  but  not  with  respect 
to  the  Reserves. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  In  my  judgment,  if  I 
may  speak  without  prejudice  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  overall  question  which  the 
Senator  has  involved  in  his  series  of 
questions,  the  bill  does  not  affect  that  in 
the  slightest  degree.  The  Pentagon  can¬ 
not  increase  in  any  degree  the  size  of 
the  National  Guard.  That  can  be  done 
only  by  Congress,  because  the  National 
Guard  is  controlled  by  the  annual  ap¬ 
propriations  made  by  Congress. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  was  my  under¬ 
standing;  I  wanted  the  record  to  show  it. 

May  I  ask  the  Senator  to  explain  what 
provision  there  is  in  the  bill  with  respect 
to  the  creation  of  a  so-called  Federal 
National  Guard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  no  change  in 
the  National  Guard.  The  bill  does  not 
affect  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  anyone  should  refer 
to  a  so-called  Federal  National  Guard,  he 
necessarily  would  have  to  be  talking 
about  the  so-called  Ready  Reserve,  would 
he  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  He  would  have  to  be 
talking  about  some  unit  of  the  organized 
Reserve  force  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Is  my  understanding 
correct  that  as  to  the  existing  Reserve 
units  of  the  United  States,  no  matter 
where  located,  colored  youths  would  be 
on  an  equal  footing  with  white  youths  in 
their  opportunities  to  enlist  in  the  Re¬ 
serves? 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  would  be  under 
the  orders  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  regulations  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment.  Of  course,  there 
might  be  cases  of  discrimination,  as  the 
Senator  from  New  York  said  he  had  seen 
or  knew  about.  But  the  Reserve  units 
certainly,  by  law,  will  be  open,  without 
regard  to  race,  color,  or  creed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  point  I 
wanted  to  stress.  That  affords  a  transi¬ 
tion  to  my  next  comment,  which  will  be 
followed  by  a  question. 

In  the  Selective  Service  Act,  the  orig¬ 
inal  act  of  1940,  contains  the  following 
provision : 

That  in  the  selection  and  training  of  men 
tinder  this  act  and  in  the  interpretation  and 
execution  of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  there 
shall  be  no  discrimination  against  any  per¬ 
son  on  account  of  race  or  color. 

The  substance  of  that  provision  be¬ 
came  section  5A  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  and  remains  a  part  of  the 
basic  law  to  which  the  pending  bill  is  an 
amendment.  That  is  my  understanding, 
and  I  judge,  from  what  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  said,  that  is  his  understand¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  has  to  do 
with  Reserves,  but  it  does  amend  the 
Selective  Service  Act.  It  does  not  amend 
the  section  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred.  That  section  is  unaffected  by 
the  bill.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  sec¬ 
tion  has  been  implemented  by  Execu¬ 
tive  orders  by  at  least  two  Presidents  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  we  have  made 
the  record  clear.  The  pending  bill  is 
an  amendment  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act,  and  section  5A  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948  remains  unchanged 
by  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  becomes  absolutely 
unchanged  by  the  bill.  In  other  words, 
I  can  assure  the  Senator  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  in  nowise  affects  the  provision 
of  law  to  which  he  has  referred. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  saw 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  in  the 
Chamber  a  moment  ago.  Because  I  used 
the  State  of  Maryland  in  the  example 
I  gave,  I  wish  to  invite  the  Senator’s 
attention  to  a  situation  which  I  under¬ 
stand  exists  in  Maryland.  Maryland 
offers  an  example  of  the  National  Guard 
policy.  In  Baltimore  there  are  segre¬ 
gated  National  Guard  units.  Colored 
youths  can  enlist  in  colored  Guard  units 
and  white  youths  can  enlist  in  white 
Guard  units  in  Baltimore;  but  on  the 
Eastern  Shore  of  Maryland  there  is  no 
Guard  for  colored  youths.  The  question 
has  been  raised  as  to  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  bill  upon  the  colored  youths 
in  those  areas  of  Maryland.  As  to  the 
Baltimore  colored  youths,  my  under¬ 
standing  is  that  the  status  quo  would  be 
maintained.  They  could,  if  eligible,  en¬ 
list  in  colored  Guard  units.  As  to  the 
Eastern  Shore  of  Maryland,  colored 
youths  would  now  have  an  opportunity 
to  enlist  in  the  Reserves,  in  which  they 
heretofore  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  enlist.  Therefore,  if  the  bill  is  enact¬ 
ed  into  law,  they  could  be  exempted 
from  induction  under  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act,  whereas  at  the  present  time  they 


would  have  to  be  inducted.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  situation  in  Maryland. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  the  Senator  to 
treat  that  as  a  hypothetical  situation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  But,  hypothetically, 
if  the  Senator’s  statement  is  correct,  the 
pending  bill  would  open  up  to  colored 
youths  on  the  Eastern  shore,  as  the 
Senator  has  said,  the  right  to  enlist  in 
the  Reserve,  and  have  the  same  privilege 
which  accrues  to  those  who  are  in  the 
National  Guard,  without  regard  to  color. 
The  privilege  attaches  to  the  unit,  and 
not  to  the  individual.  If  the  youth  gets 
into  the  unit  before  he  is  18  J/2  years  old, 
whatever  his  race  or  creed,  and  does  his 
work,  and  stays  in  until  he  is  28  years 
old,  he  is  exempted  from  the  draft. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  one  final  ques¬ 
tion.  The  Senator  in  his  comments  has 
cleared  up  a  good  many  of  the  questions 
I  had  intended  to  propound.  My  ques¬ 
tion  deals  with  the  new  Reserve  units,  if 
any,  that  will  be  made  available  under 
the  bill.  Will  the  Senator  describe  to 
us  what  the  bill  provides  by  way  of  new 
Reserve  units? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Congress  has  never  sought  to  select  in¬ 
dividual  units.  The  pending  bill  pro¬ 
poses  to  increase  the  overall  Reserve 
strength  from  800,000 — I  believe  by  law 
it  is  1,500,000 — to  2,900,000.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  representatives  will  ap¬ 
pear  before  committees  of  Congress,  and 
may  say  that  an  Army  unit  will  be 
created  in  one  area,  a  naval  unit  in 
another,  or  an  Air  Force  unit  in  another. 
Congress  has  never  sought  to  designate 
specific  units.  That  will  all  be  done 
administratively  within  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  under  the  bill,  it  is 
contemplated,  is  it  not,  that  a  sufficient 
number  of  those  units  will  be  distributed 
across  the  country,  so  as  to  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  to  secure  enlistments  in  the  Re¬ 
serves  to  fill  up  the  total  number  of 
Reserves  which  are  being  sought  under 
the  proposed  legislation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Department  of 
Defense  will,  very  naturally,  put  the  units 
where  the  men  are  located.  However, 
as  I  said  earlier  in  my  colloquy  with  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  if  a  man 
lives  100  miles  from  a  Reserve  unit,  he 
has  a  right  to  enlist.  Instead  of  having 
48  drill  periods,  he  may  get  his  training 
during  30  days  in  any  1  year.  There  is 
no  question  of  race  involved,  and  I  do 
not  suppose  that  there  are  more  than  one 
or  two  thousand  colored  people  in  the 
State  of  South  Dakota.  I  feel  sure  the 
Department  of  Defense  will  distribute 
the  units  on  the  basis  of  fairness,  in  an 
effort  to  achieve  the  desired  total  of  2,- 
900,000.  Personally,  I  think  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  going  to  have  a  great  deal  of  dif¬ 
ficulty  doing  it  without  some  compulsion. 
I  do  not  believe  it  is  going  to  get  the  de¬ 
sired  number,  even  with  the  means  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  bill,  and  even  with  the  in¬ 
ducements  for  men  to  enlist  and  main¬ 
tain  their  status  in  the  National  Guard 
or  Reserves  and  thereby  become  exempt 
from  the  draft. 


July  Ilf 

Mr.  MORSE.  Would  the  Senator  say 
it  is  his  opinion  that  the  pending  bill  in 
no  way  would  increase  the  degree  of  dis¬ 
crimination  based  upon  color,  if  any  dis¬ 
crimination  now  exists  under  the  law, 
over  and  above  that  which  exists  under 
the  present  law? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  and  I  might  debate  for  a  long 
time,  without  agreeing,  on  the  question 
of  what  is  discrimination.  I  have  never 
felt  it  was  discrimination  for  a  man  to 
be  allocated  with  those  of  his  own  kind. 
There  is  only  one  race  in  the  world  I 
know  of  that  believes  that  is  discrimi¬ 
nation.  The  pending  bill  does  not  in¬ 
crease,  by  one,  any  unit  in  the  United 
States  that  would  be  composed  solely  of 
members  of  the  white  race,  because  it 
does  not  deal  with  the  National  Guard 
as  such.  It  does  open  up  Reserve  units 
which  under  existing  law,  and  policy, 
and  Executive^order  are  open  to  all  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  country,  without  regard  to 
race,  creed,  or  color. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  seems  to  me  to  that 
extent  the  bill  would  really  increase  the 
opportunity  for  a  colored  youth  to  enlist 
in  a  Reserve  unit,  which  will  free  him 
from  induction  under  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  will,  for  the 
first  time,  in  some  States  of  the  Union, 
offer  to  colored  youth  an  opportunity  to 
enlist  in  a  Reserve  unit  and  be  exempted 
from  the  operations  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act.  - 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  one  further  ques¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  Federal  financial 
contribution,  in  light  of  the  trend  toward 
so-called  educaional  nondiscrimination 
and  other  trends.  We  have  seen  in  the 
past  few  years,  certainly  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  hold  to  the  general  philosophy 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  very 
well  knows  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
holds  to,  that  discrimination  is  diminish¬ 
ing  rather  than  increasing  in  America. 
Does  the  Senator  think  there  is  any  basis 
for  the  contention  of  minority  groups 
that  the  enactment  of  the  bill  in  is  pres¬ 
ent  form  will  result  in  money  going  to 
the  States  for  the  support  of  the  National 
Guard,  and,  in  the  sense  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  pays  for  the  training  of  the 
enlistees  in  the  Guard,  the  payment  will 
be  a  discriminatory  use  of  Federal  funds, 
on  the  basis  of  the  color  line? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  I  have  said,  I  do 
not  believe  that  is  discrimination.  But 
in  the  bill  there  is  nothing  which  will 
increase  by  one  dime  the  expenditures  in 
the  National  Guard. 

The  bill  does  open  up  a  3  months’ 
training  course  in  the  Reserve  Establish¬ 
ment  for  the  members  of  the  National 
Guard  who  desire  to  take  the  course  on 
a  voluntary  basis.  But  that  is  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  train¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Guard  and  to  bring 
the  National  Guard  into  line  with  the 
new  Reserve  units  which  are  created  by 
the  bill  for  the  first  time.  Nothing  in 
the  bill  will  increase  the  expenditures  for 
the  National  Guard;  the  National  Guard, 
as  such,  is  not  dealt  with  basically  in  the 
bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much  for  his  very  fair  and  objec¬ 
tive  answers  to  my  questions. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  me? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Namara  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Montana? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  have  several 
questions  to  ask  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  and  my  ques¬ 
tions  are  in  two  different  categories. 

My  first  question  is  as  follows:  In  the 
event  the  Reserve  bill  is  passed  by  Con¬ 
gress,  is  there  any  assurance  that  the 
Department  of  Defense  will  make  an  ef¬ 
fort  to  reach  the  goals  set  by  Congress? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  only  statement 
I  can  make  about  that  is  to  repeat  the 
assurances  given  by  the  witnesses  from 
the  Department  of  Defense  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  committee.  They  said 
they  were  very  anxious  to  reach  the 
President’s  objective  of  2,900,000  men  in 
the  Ready  Reserve;  and  in  his  message 
to  the  Congress,  the  President  said  it  was 
vital  to  have  that  many  men  in  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  understand  that 
the  Department  of  Defense  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  for  the  fiscal  year  1956  was  based 
on  certain  strengths  for  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  Do  the  current  plans  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment  for  1956  provide  for 
the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces  called  for 
by  the  Congress  when  it  passed  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment  appropriation  bill 
for  the  fiscal  year  1956?  Will  the  armed 
services  be  permitted  to  build  up  their 
strengths  to  the  figures  envisioned  by  the 
Congress  when  it  passed  that  appropria¬ 
tion  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  think  there 
would  be  some  administrative  determi¬ 
nation  in  that  field.  Whether  it  will  be 
done,  I  do  not  know.  In  the  case  of  the 
Reserve  units  other  than  the  National 
Guard,  I  do  not  know  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  will  follow  that  course. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  But  I  am  sure  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  committee 
knows  what  I  am  driving  at.  Specifi¬ 
cally,  will  the  Marine  Corps  be  allowed 
to  build  up  to  the  215,000  sought  by  Con¬ 
gress  under  the  Symington  amendment, 
when  the  appropriation  bill  for  the  De¬ 
fense  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year 
1956  was  passed  by  Congress? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  specific  question 
was  asked  of  some  of  the  witnesses  who 
appeared  before  the  committee.  But  I 
must  say  that  we  did  not  receive  a  very 
specific  answer.  It  was  stated  that  it 
was  the  opinion  of  the  witness  that  that 
would  be  the  case,  but  that  no  formal  de¬ 
termination  had  been  made.  I  think 
that  is  a  reasonably  fair  digest  of  the 
testimony  on  that  score. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  for  a 
further  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  a  situation 
which  exists  in  the  Rocky  Mountain 
States  of  Arizona,  Idaho,  Utah,  and 


Montana.  There  we  have  the  96th  In¬ 
fantry  Reserve  Division,  one  of  the 
best  trained  and,  I  understand,  one  of 
the  best  equipped  and  best  manned 
division  in  the  Reserve.  It  is  an 
active  Reserve  unit.  Rumors  about 
that  Reserve  division  have  come  to  the 
attention  of  the  Senators  from  those 
States.  I  have  discussed  the  rumors 
with  Senators  Hayden  and  Goldwater, 
Bennett  and  Watkins,  Welker  and 
Dworshak,  and  my  colleague  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Murray];  and  they  are  ex¬ 
tremely  worried  lest  this  division  be  de¬ 
activated  and  its  present  units  trans¬ 
ferred  elsewhere. 

Because  of  the  great  importance  of 
keeping  the  division  alive,  I  wonder 
whether  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee  can  give  us  assurance  that 
the  96th  Infantry  Reserve  Division  in  the 
Rocky  Mountain  area  will  not  be  de¬ 
activated. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  LMr.  Hayden]  and 
the  Senator  from  Montana — indeed,  I 
think  all  the  Senators  from  the  area  af¬ 
fected — have  undertaken  to  discuss  this 
matter  with  me.  I  shall  not  undertake 
to  call  the  roll  of  all  the  Senators  who 
did  so;  but  I  am  sure  that  if  any  one  of 
them  has  not  discussed  the  matter  with 
me,  it  was  because  he  was  out  of  the  city. 

I  have  undertaken  to  obtain  the  in¬ 
formation  from  the  Department.  With¬ 
in  the  hour  I  have  received  a  communi¬ 
cation  which  I  have  not  yet  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  read.  So,  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Montana  will  forgive 
me  for  doing  so,  I  shall  now  read  it  aloud, 
so  that  all  Senators  will  have  as  much  in¬ 
formation  in  that  field  as  I  shall  have. 

In  the  letter,  after  the  preliminaries, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  the  letter  is  in 
reply  to  my  inquiries  regarding  the  status 
and  the  future  of  the  96th  Infantry  Di¬ 
vision,  the  following  is  set  forth: 

In  planning  a  stronger  and  more  usable 
Reserve  force,  a  constant  review  of  mobiliza¬ 
tion  requirements  is  conducted  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  in  consonance  with, 
new  developments  and  techniques.  This  re¬ 
view  has  resulted  in  a  determination,  among 
others,  that  the  number  of  combat  divisions 
in  the  United  States  Army  Reserve  exceeds 
the  present  authorized  mobilization  need. 
It  was  also  determined  that  a  need  does  exist 
for  other  type  units  which  are  not  now  or¬ 
ganized.  Therefore,  the  Army  commanders 
were  requested  to  recommend  which  of  the 
divisions  under  their  jurisdiction  were  to  be 
converted  to  other  type  units  requiring  re¬ 
tention  of  their  division  staff  organization, 
the  Army  commanders,  with  their  more  in¬ 
timate  knowledge  of  local  conditions,  being 
better  able  to  make  any  such  definite  recom¬ 
mendations. 

At  present  writing,  no  public  press  release 
has  been  made  by  the  Sixth  Army  as  to  a 
change  of  status  of  the  96th  Infantry  Di¬ 
vision,  but  it  is  understood  that  the  com¬ 
manding  general  of  the  96th  Infantry  Di¬ 
vision  has  received  a  confidential  letter 
stating  that  a  change  of  status  was  contem¬ 
plated. 

Details  as  to  why  the  Sixth  Army  com¬ 
mander  selected  the  96th  Infantry  Division 
for  a  change  of  status  is  being  forwarded  to 
this  headquarters.  Upon  receipt  of  the  in¬ 
formation  you  will  be  informed. 

That  concludes  the  letter. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  that,  from  my  long  experience  with 


the  Department  of  Defense,  I  would  say 
that  although  the  letter  says  nothing, 
it  indicates  very  clearly  that  some  very 
drastic  revision  is  about  to  be  undertaken 
in  the  case  of  the  96th  Division. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  further 
to  me? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  That  is  an  odd 
letter.  It  says  a  great  deal,  while  trying 
to  say  nothing.  The  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment  is  asking  for  the  enactment  of  a 
Reserve  bill,  and  is  saying  it  needs  to 
build  up  the  Reserve,  for  the  security 
of  the  country;  but  at  the  same  time 
the  Defense  Department  seemingly  is  at¬ 
tempting  to  tear  down  what  is  probably 
the  best  Infantry  Reserve  Division  in  the 
entire  Nation. 

Flow  does  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
explain  that?  What  can  we  do  to  keep 
the  96th  Infantry  Reserve  Division  in 
operation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana  that  I  shall  not 
undertake  to  get  into  a  debate  regarding 
the  merits  of  any  infantry  division.  I 
have  knowledge  of  some  which  are  very 
competent. 

Of  course,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say 
what  is  contemplated.  The  Defense  De¬ 
partment  may  be  attempting  to  reor¬ 
ganize  the  division  into  several  combat 
teams,  or  to  make  it  a  division  for  com¬ 
bat  training.  But  certainly  it  is  difficult 
to  understand  why  anything  adverse 
should  be  done  to  the  division.  The 
letter  says,  in  part : 

The  number  of  combat  divisions  in  the 
United  States  Army  Reserve  exceeds  the  pres¬ 
ent  authorized  mobilization  need. 

I  am  quite  sure  that  nothing  will  be 
done  which  will  affect  or  curtail  any 
specific  unit  of  the  division  which  may 
be  located  in  any  of  the  States  involved ; 
but  it  may  well  be  that  the  entire  com¬ 
position  of  the  division  will  be  changed. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Is  there  any  pos¬ 
sibility  of  incorporating  in  the  bill  an 
amendment  which  will  make  it  possible 
to  see  to  it  that  the  96th  Infantry  Re¬ 
serve  Division  is  continued  as  an  active 
Reserve  division? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Montana  has  been  in 
Congress  a  long  time,  and  he  knows  that 
it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  legislate  on 
such  a  basis  in  respect  to  any  one  divi¬ 
sion.  But  I  can  assure  the  Senator  from 
Montana  that  when  I  receive  the  further 
information  as  to  what  is  contemplated 
in  respect  to  this  division,  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  meet  with  the  Senators  from 
the  States  affected  and  to  cooperate  with 
them  to  the  fullest  extent,  so  as  to  see 
to  it  that  the  Reserve  opportunities  of 
the  various  units  comprising  the  96th 
Infantry  Reserve  Division  are  in  no  wise 
curtailed  or  adversely  affected. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  do  what  he  can  to  help  us  to  enable 
the  Division  to  remain  active. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Certainly.  It  may  be 
that  the  plan  developed  will  appeal  to 
the  Senator  from  Montana.  I  do  not 
know  what  is  involved.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  do  what  little  I  can  to  contribute  to 
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the  combined  efforts  of  the  very  able 
and  distinguished  Senators  from  the 
States  affected,  to  see  that  the  Reserve 
work  in  their  States  is  carried  on  as  it 
should  be,  in  the  interest  of  national 

security.  ,  ..  _ 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  because  I  know  that  that  little 
will  be  a  great  deal. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  The  Senator  from 
Utah  was  pleased  to  hear  the  colloquy 
regarding  the  96th  Infantry  Reserve 
Division. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  know  of  the  very 
deep  concern  of  both  Senators  from  Utah 
with  respect  to  this  Reserve  Division. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  had  prepared  a  brief 
statement  relating  to  this  question.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  will  yield  in  order 
that  I  may  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  the  statement  printed  in  the  body 
of  the  Record  at  this  point. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks  a  brief  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  with  regard  to  the  96th  Infan¬ 
try  Reserve  Division. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Bennett 

Inasmuch  as  the  Senate  is  considering  the 
Reserve  bill,  I  feel  it  would  be  appropriate  to 
make  some  observations  at  this  point.  I 
have  heard  unconfirmed  reports  that  the 
Army’s  future  plans  for  Reserve  units  con¬ 
template  the  deactivation  of  the  96th  In¬ 
fantry  Division.  The  96th  Division  is  com¬ 
posed  of  personnel  from  the  States  of  Utah, 
Montana,  Idaho,  and  Arizona.  It  numbers 
approximately  3,000  men — the  largest  Re¬ 
serve  division  in  the  country,  I  understand. 
Its  record  is  outstanding  among  Reserve 
divisions,  both  in  recruitment  and  perform¬ 
ance.  I  understand  further  that  87 y2  per¬ 
cent  of  its  membership  is  attending  its  en¬ 
campment  presently  underway  at  Yakima 
Firing  Center.  This  is  a  remarkable  record. 

Since  1948  this  division  has  been  working 
hard  to  carry  out  the  mission  assigned  it. 
Because  its  units  are  dispersed  through  lit¬ 
erally  dozens  of  communities  in  the  Inter¬ 
mountain  area,  the  division  has  had  to  work 
unceasingly  with  the  local  citizenry  to  get 
the  kind  of  cooperation  required.  The  re¬ 
sponse  from  these  communities  has  been 
splendid. 

It  would  seem  very  unfortunate  to  disrupt 
a  unit  of  this  quantity  and  quality  after  all 
these  years.  Hundreds  of  men  have  been  re¬ 
cruited  on  the  assurance  unit  integrity 
would  be  maintained.  Men  have  left  the 
inactive  Reserves  to  join  this  organization 
and  participate  in  the  kind  of  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  the  Nation  needs.  To  deactivate  this 
division — unless  there  are  compelling  mili¬ 
tary  and  budgetary  reasons — would  be  to 
break  faith  with  the  thousands  of  young 
men,  veterans,  and  officers  who  have  put 
their  time  and  talent  into  making  this  divi¬ 
sion  what  it  is  today. 

I  have  no  desire  to  tie  the  Army’s  hands  in 
Its  planning  operations.  But  I  do  urge  that 
the  Army  take  cognizance  of  the  many  fac¬ 
tors  involved  before  acting.  If  the  Army’s 
future  plans  involve  concentrating  Reserves 
in  large  urban  centers,  special  consideration 
ought  to  be  given  large-quality  units.  While 
I  have  full  confidence  in  the  Army’s  ability 
to  plan  a  Reserve  program  which  will  meet 


the  needs  of  the  Nation,  I  also  feel  that 
one  of  the  weaknesses  of  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  the  tendency  to  have  too 
much  “map  reading  in  big  city  gymnasiums.” 
Small  and  medium-size  communities  should 
be  given  every  opportunity  to  participate 
fully  in  the  Reserve  program,  and  I  have 
merely  mentioned  the  96th  “Deadeye”  Divi¬ 
sion  as  an  example  of  what  such  communi¬ 
ties  can  do.  I  hope  this  unit  will  be  given 
every  consideration,  for  certainly  where  we 
have  something  that  is  working  well  we 
should  be  very  cautious  about  disturbing  in 
favor  of  a  new  untried  program. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  wish  to  refer 
briefly  to  the  96th  Reserve  Infantry 
Division,  which  was  mentioned  earlier 
in  the  colloquy  between  the  Senator 
from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield]  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  I 
think  this  is  an  excellent  example  of 
what  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  I 
were  discussing  earlier,  when  we  referred 
to  the  problem  of  morale  in  the  Reserve 
forces.  It  stems  from  proper  attention 
on  the  part  of  those  at  the  top. 

The  59th  Combat  Team,  a  part  of  the 
96th  Reserve  Infantry  Division,  is  now 
in  training.  I  am  sure  that  the  com¬ 
manding  officer  of  that  combat  team 
knew  nothing  of  the  contemplated 
change.  If  he  did,  he  did  not  tell  me 
about  it;  and  he  happens  to  be  the  State 
chairman  ofthe  Republican  Party,  so  I 
have  reason  to  be  rather  close  to  him. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  At  least  he  would  not 
withhold  secrets  of  that  kind  from  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Everything  be¬ 
tween  us  is  open  and  above  board  in  that 
connection. 

I  merely  wish  to  call  attention  to  this 
as  an  example  of  what  has  gone  on  in 
the  past  with  regard  to  the  ground  Re¬ 
serves.  I  do  not  think  it  pertains  to  the 
Air  Force  Reserves,  the  Navy  Reserves, 
or  the  Marine  Reserves.  I  hope  the  tac¬ 
tics  with  respect  to  the  ground  forces 
Reserve  will  be  changed. 

The  men  who  compose  this  Reserve 
division  should  not  be  told  that  they  are 
to  be  a  permanent  outfit,  and  then  find 
out,  after  a  course  of  difficult  summer 
maneuvers,  that  they  are  only  a  paper 
outfit,  reduced  to  a  negative  status. 

I  join  with  the  Senators  from  Utah, 
with  my  senior  colleague  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Hayden],  with  the  Senators  from 
Montana,  and,  I  am  sure,  writh  the  Sena¬ 
tors  from  Idaho  and  Wyoming,  in  thank¬ 
ing  the  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  for  his  assurance  to  us  that 
he  will  be  concerned  with  this  situation, 
and  will  do  all  in  his  power  to  see  that 
the  96th  Reserve  Infantry  Division  is 
continued  in  its  present  status;  or,  if  a 
change  is  contemplated,  that  those  of  us 
who  are  vitally  interested  are  told 
about  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  can  certainly  repeat 
such  assurance. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  am  fully  aware  of  all 
the  work  that  has  been  done  on  this 
problem.  Yet  there  is  one  part  of  it 
which  causes  some  concern  to  a  great 
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many  of  us  who  come  from  agricultural 
States. 

As  I  understand  the  bill,  in  order  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Reserve  program, 
the  boys  who  enter  the  Reserves  will 
have  to  take  active  service,  depending 
upon  the  type  they  take,  from  2  weeks  to 
30  days,  and  in  one  instance  from  3  to  6 
months.  In  many  places  in  the  Midwest 
and  West  there  are  young  men  just  start¬ 
ing  on  farms  and  ranches  which  are 
strictly  one-man  operations.  Can  the 
Senator  tell  me  whether  any  considera¬ 
tion  was  given,  or  whether  any  consider¬ 
ation  will  be  given,  to  young  men  of  this 
type,  so  that  they  may  select,  or  have  an 
opportunity  to  select,  the  time  of  their 
service  during  the  year? 

For  example,  I  am  thinking  of  young 
men  who  are  in  the  potato  farming  busi¬ 
ness  in  Idaho  or  Colorado.  They  could 
not  possibly  select  the  Reserve  program 
if  their  active  duty  were  to  be  performed, 
we  will  say,  between  the  1st  of  May  and 
and  1st  of  November.  The  situation 
poses  a  real  problem,  because,  in  a  sense, 
they  would  be  deprived  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  participating  in  the  Reserve 
program,  unless  they  were  to  sell  their 
farms  and  enter  some  other  occupation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  deal¬ 
ing  with  a  question  which  is  very  acute 
in  certain  vocations  and  certain  locali¬ 
ties  in  the  United  States.  That  prob¬ 
lem  is  now  being  studied,  and  a  great 
deal  of  improvement  is  being  made  in 
affording  men  the  opportunity  to  take 
their  active  duty  for  training  at  a  time 
which  fits  into  the  activities  of  their 
civilian  life.  The  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  of  course,  must  improve  and  ex¬ 
pedite  the  program,  and  see  to  it  that 
men  are  afforded  the  opportunity  to  take 
their  training  at  a  time  when  it  will  be 
of  the  least  disadvantage  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual  concerned. 

Mr.  ALLOTT.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
This  is  a  problem  which  concerns  many 
young  men.  To  the  extent  that  they 
were  engaged  in  individual  agricultural 
enterprises,  they  would  be  deprived  of 
the  opportunity  of  taking  advantage  of 
the  Reserve  program.  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  words  of  assurance  of  the  chairman 
concerning  this  problem. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  certainly  shall  in¬ 
sist  that  the  Department  do  what  it  can 
to  alleviate  hardship  cases.  The  main 
concern,  of  course,  is  with  the  man  who 
has  done  his  active  duty  and  has  come 
back,  and  is  compelled  to  remain  in  the 
Reserve.  If  the  Department  cannot 
adapt  the  fulfillment  of  the  obligation 
to  participate  to  his  circumstances,  it 
will  be  necessary  for  him  to  apply  for 
transfer  from  the  Ready  Reserve  to  the 
Standby  Reserve,  in  which  he  will  not 
have  a  training  obligation. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  the  first  place,  let 
me  express  my  sincere  gratitude  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  for  the  conscien¬ 
tious  work  he  has  done  over  so  many 
weeks  in  connection  with  this  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mi-.  LEHMAN.  I  know  how  conscien¬ 
tious  and  sincere  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  is.  I  know  that  when  he  expresses 
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his  opinions  they  come  from  his  heart, 
and  are  based  upon  the  experience  of  his 
lifetime.  I  hope  he  will  give  me  credit 
for  the  same  sincerity. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  accord  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  the  same  degree  of 
sincerity.  I  know  that  he  is  completely 
sincere  in  any  position  he  assumes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee 
whether  a  statement  which  was  recent¬ 
ly  given  to  me  is  substantially  correct. 
It  is  very  brief.  It  reads  as  follows: 

The  following  States,  which  have  substan¬ 
tial  Negro  population,  operate  their  guard 
units  on  a  policy  of  segregation  or  exclusion, 
or  both:  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  and  Virginia. 

The  statement  goes  on  to  say  that 
nearly  1  million  Negroes  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  28  are  draft  registrants  in 
those  States,  and  are  denied  the  choice 
of  National  Guard  Service.  I  wonder 
whether  the  distinguished  chairman  will 
tell  me  whether,  in  his  opinion,  this 
statement  is  substantially  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  assume  that  that 
statement  is  substantially  correct.  I 
know  that  in  all  the  States  mentioned, 
with  the  possible  exception  of  Kentucky, 
the  pattern  of  segregation  has  obtained 
for  a  great  many  years.  I  assume  that 
the  National  Guard  units  would  be  seg¬ 
regated  in  those  States.  I  cannot  state 
that  as  a  fact.  I  know  that  that  would 
be  the  case  in  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  assume  there¬ 
fore  that  the  statement  is  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSET  ill.  Knowing,  as  I  do,  the 
customs  and  mores  of  the  people  in  those 
States,  I  assume  that  that  statement  is 
correct. 

I  assume  also  that  there  are  approxi¬ 
mately  1  million  Negro  youths  living  in 
those  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  observation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  What  concerns  me  is 
that  we  have  in  our  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  three  branches  of  defense. 

One  consists  of  the  regular  services  of 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Marines  ,and  the 
Air  Force. 

The  second  is  the  organized  Reserve. 

The  third  is  the  National  Guard.  The 
National  Guard  looms  very  large  in  my 
mind,  because  it  was  under  my  command 
•for  10  years  in  New  York  State.  I  fol¬ 
lowed  its  course,  both  in  the  camp  here 
and  later,  when  it  went  abroad  in  the 
service  of  its  country.  I  was  on  close  and 
intimate  terms  with  it.  I  realize  the  very 
important  part  the  National  Guard  plays 
in  the  defense  of  our  country.  Yet  here 
we  are  adopting  a  plan - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  conditions  in  the 
National  Guard  in  the  States  to  which 
the  Senator  has  referred  have  obtained 
for  many  years.  The  bill  does  not  affect 
those  conditions  in  any  way. 

It  all  grows  out  of  the  State  militia 
system  of  those  States.  That  is  as  old 
as  the  Republic.  That  matter  is  under 
the  control  of  the  governors  of  the  States, 
as  the  Senator  has  stated.  The  bill  does 
deal  with  and  create  many  Reserve  or¬ 
ganizations  in  which  those  conditions 


cannot  obtain,  because  they  are  purely 
Federal  organizations. 

However,  as  the  Senator  knows,  hav¬ 
ing  been  Governor  of  his  State,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  has  a  dual  status. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  believe  we  have  done 
a  wonderful  job  bringing  about  integra¬ 
tion  in  our  armed  services,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  deserves  a  great  deal 
of  credit  for  helping  to  integrate  the 
races.  There  is  relatively  little - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  like  to  be 
able  to  deserve  any  encomium  which  the 
Senator  from  New  York  would  like  to 
bestow  on  me.  However,  I  must  say  that 
I  deserve  no  credit  for  integration  of  the 
races  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  glad  to  give  the 
Senator  credit  anyway. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  deserve  any 
credit  for  it,  because  I  was  very  violently 
opposed  to  it.  I  am  opposed  to  it  today. 
I  see  no  reason  why  any  man  of  any  race 
is  handicapped  by  being  permitted  to 
serve'  in  an  organization  composed  of  his 
own  race. 

We  know  that  during  the  war  the  Nisei 
battalions,  composed  of  native  Amer¬ 
icans  of  Japanese  descent,  did  not  con¬ 
tain  any  white  men  at  all.  The  Nisei  did 
not  feel  discriminated  against  because 
their  organizations  consisted  entirely  of 
Japanese  men.  Yet  they  made  one  of  the 
most  illustrious  battle  records  on  the  hills 
and  in  the  valleys  of  Italy,  a  record  which 
perhaps  was  not  equalled  by  any  other 
organization. 

Therefore,  I  cannot  take  any  credit  for 
any  integration  of  the  races.  I  believe 
that  any  man  who  goes  into  the  armed 
services  should  have  a  right  to  say,  when 
he  enlists  or  is  inducted,  that  he  wants 
to  serve  with  a  unit  composed  altogether 
of  his  own  race.  If  he  does  not  so  choose, 
he  ought  to  be  permitted  to  serve  in  a 
nonsegregated  unit. 

Every  man  in  public  life,  I  suppose, 
likes  to  claim  any  credit  that  is  being 
passed  around.  However,  I  cannot  claim 
any  credit  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  reluctantly  with¬ 
draw  my  encomium  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mi*.  RUSSELL.  The  Congressional 
Record  will  show  that  I  stood  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  for  more  than  3  days  in  an 
effort  to  persuade  my  colleagues  that  it 
was  unfair  and  un-American  to  inter¬ 
mingle  the  races,  over  their  protests,  in 
the  armed  services. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  withdraw  with  great 
regret  and  reluctantly  my  encomium  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia, 
for  whom  I  have  very  great  admiration 
in  most  matters. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  appreciate  the  Sen¬ 
ator  making  that  statement  after  my 
disclaimer. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  feel  very  strongly, 
as  the  Senator  knows,  that  in  time  of 
war,  no  greater  risk  is  taken  by  a  white 
boy  than  by  a  Negro  boy,  and  no  greater 
demands  are  made  on  one  than  on  the 
other.  Both  have  the  same  responsi¬ 
bilities  and  both  face  the  same  dangers. 
While  I  understand  the  sentiments  of 
some  of  my  friends  in  the  South,  I  none¬ 
theless  deeply  deplore  and  am  saddened 
by  the  fact  that  in  the  military  service 
there  should  be  the  slightest  discrimina¬ 


tion.  I  can  see  no  excuse  or  justification 
for  it. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  states  that 
the  bill  before  the  Senate  does  not  in 
any  way  affect  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  increases  the  Re¬ 
serves,  in  which  colored  youths  may  en¬ 
list. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  does  not  give  the 
Negro  boys  in  many  States  even  the 
slightest  opportunity  of  joining  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Not  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  what  I  am  get¬ 
ting  at.  Yet  the  National  Guard  is  one 
of  the  three  great  components  of  the  de¬ 
fense  structure. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  have  the 
floor. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  yielded  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York.  If  he  wishes 
to  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  at  this  juncture,  it  is  agreeable  to 
me. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Reserve 
components  of  the  United  States  are  as 
follows:  The  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  the  Army  Reserve,  the 
Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Re¬ 
serve,  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  and 
the  Coast  Guard  Reserve. 

Therefore,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
segregation,  which  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  New  York  is  arguing,  in 
the  few  States  he  has  named,  taking  the 
statement  he  has  read  as  a  correct  state¬ 
ment,  segregation  would  exist  in  one  unit, 
namely,  the  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  which  would  be  composed 
of  approximately  450,000  men. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  National  Guard 
in  those  States  would  not  consist  of  more 
than  75,000  men. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  And  segrega¬ 
tion  would  exist  in  those  States  alone. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  There  would  be 
an  opportunity  for  service  in  the  Army 
Reserve,  in  the  Naval  Reserve,  in  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  in  the  Air  Force 
Reserve,  and  in  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve. 
Therefore,  assuming  that  the  total  Re¬ 
serve  is  built  up  to  2,900,000  men,  there 
would  be  eight  times  the  opportunity  in 
a  nonsegregated  unit  to  every  one  op¬ 
portunity  in  a  segregated  unit.  Actu¬ 
ally  it  would  be  less  than  one,  because, 
as  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  pointed 
out,  it  is  only  in  those  States  that  the 
situation  would  exist,  not  in  the  State 
of  the  Senator  from  New  York  or  in  my 
State,  for  example. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  been  in  the 
Senate  for  6  years,  and  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  realizes  that  I 
am  not  trying  to  legislate  for  my  State 
alone.  I  am  trying  to  give  considera¬ 
tion  not  only  to  the  problems  of  my  own 
State.  I  believe  that  I  am  not  only  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  York,  but 
also  a  Senator  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  join  with  the 
Senator  in  that  expression. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  interested  in 
people  all  over  the  country.  I  may  be 
wrong  in  my  belief,  but  that  has  been 


S10G 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


July  Ilf 


my  concept  and  my  political  philosophy 
all  my  life. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  my  con¬ 
cept,  too,  and  I  hope  the  Senator  will 
give  me  credit  for  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  not  change  my 
position  on  it.  The  Senator  has  men¬ 
tioned  a  long  list  of  various  Reserve  units. 
However,  I  believe  my  own  classification 
still  is  fairly  accurate.  The  Armed 
Forces  of  our  country  are  the  Regular 
Military  Establishment,  the  Organized 
Reserve,  and  the  National  Guard. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  that  my  interest  in  building  up  the 
Reserve  goes  back  15  or  18  years,  and 
possibly  longer  than  that.  I  could  show 
Senators  in  my  State  papers  speeches 
which  I  made  in  1938  and  1939  and 
1940,  and  many  in  later  years,  in  which 
I  urged  universal  military  training  and 
the  building  up  of  an  adequate  Reserve. 
I  do  not  believe  I  am  wrong  in  saying 
that  my  continuity  of  service  in  the 
Organized  Reserve  is  perhaps  as  long  as 
that  of  any  other  Member  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  I  joined  the  Reserve  immediately 
on  its  creation — I  believe  in  1920  or  1925. 
While  I  will  not  be  given  a  rifle  or  a  hand 
grenade,  the  Reserve  Corps  has  been 
good  enough  to  reenlist  me  last  year  as 
an  honorary  member  of  the  Reserve 
Corps — so  I  have  been  in  the  Reserve 
for  at  least  34  years. 

Therefore,  I  believe  I  can  honestly  say 
that  my  interest  in  the  whole  question  of 
building  up  the  Reserve  forces  is  deep 
and  sincere  and  abiding. 

As  I  said  before,  I  believe  it  is  very 
tragic  that  in  our  military  forces,  on 
whom  we  depend  to  defend  our  security 
and  our  survival  and  tire  very  life  of  the 
Nation,  we  should  still  be  willing  to  per¬ 
mit  discrimination. 

I  deplore  it.  I  am  glad  to  have  this 
opportunity  of  speaking  frankly  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  to  my  other 
colleagues.  I  expect  to  vote  for  the  bill, 
but  with  deep  misgivings  because  of  what 
I  believe  to  be  discriminations  against 
some  of  our  fellow  citizens.  But  I  have 
been  told  often  and  forcefully  and  with 
sincerity  by  men  who  know  most  about 
our  military  requirements,  including  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  who  was 
a  great  general  in  the  last  war  and  who 
is  now  the  Commander  in  Chief,  other 
leaders  in  our  defense  efforts  both  mili¬ 
tary  and  civilian,  and  the  distinguished 
chairman  as  well  as  other  members  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  that 
Standby  Reserve  is  absolutely  necessary 
for  our  security.  I  cannot  reject  the 
testimony  of  these  experts.  So  I  expect 
to  vote  for  the  bill  but  with  misgivings 
and  heartaches  because  of  what  I  think 
are  unjustifiable  discriminations  in  the 
legislation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  frank  and  forthright  statement. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  has  been  very  kind  to 
me  on  different  occasions,  and  I  wonder 
if  I  may  ask  him  a  few  questions  as  a 
neophyte  and  as  one  who  is  not  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  bill. 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  means  of  taking  care 
of  himself,  and  I  shall  do  the  best  I  can 
to  answer  the  questions  which  he  desires 
to  propound. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Will  the  Senator  tell 
me  about  the  situation  of  a  boy  just  out 
of  high  school  and  entering  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  or  the  Marine  Corps? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  This  bill  does  not  put 
him  into  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine 
Corps.  He  can  volunteer.  The  bill  is  a 
voluntary  bill.  It  does  not  put  a  single 
man  into  the  service. 

Mr.  LANGER.  What  about  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  training  as  provided  in 
the  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Under  one  of  the  pro¬ 
grams,  a  man  will  be  on  active  duty  for 
6  months,  with  a  reserve  obligation  of 
1V2  years. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Under  the  Selective 
Service  Act,  how  long  will  he  be  in  the 
service? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  He  will  serve  2  years 
on  active  duty,  with  a  Ready  Reserve 
obligation  of  3  years,  and  a  standby  obli¬ 
gation  of  2  years,  which  simply  means 
that  he  is  available  in  case  of  an  all-out 
war. 

Mr.  LANGER.  In  answer  to  a  ques¬ 
tion  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse!  ,  the  Senator  stated  that  if  a  force 
of  2,900,000  men  was  not  obtained,  com¬ 
pulsion  might  have  to  be  applied. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  said  that  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  2,900,000  would  not  be  obtained  un¬ 
der  this  bill.  The  President  asked  for 
compulsion  when  he  sent  the  plan  to 
Congress.  He  asked  that  he  be  permitted 
to  try  to  get  men  by  volunteer  means,  and 
if  he  failed  in  that,  to  bring  them  in 
under  the  Selective  Service  Act.  But  the 
Congress  has  denied  him  that  right,  and 
I  have  expressed  some  doubt  that  he  will 
reach  the  figure  of  2,900,000. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  present  bill  will 
not  give  him  that  power? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  will  not. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  know, 
or  has  he  a  list  of  the  length  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  periods  in  NATO  countries? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  have  that 
information  before  me,  but  I  have  seen  it. 

Generally  speaking,  I  would  say  that 
the  active  duty  requirement  in  the 
United  States  is  somewhat  longer  than 
it  is  in  the  nations  associated  with  us  in 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organiza¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  some 
of  those  nations  do  not  have  any  com¬ 
pulsory  military  service  at  all? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  of  one 
that  does  not  have  compulsory  military 
service.  There  is  a  difference  in  that 
most  of  them  have  a  universal  require¬ 
ment  of  service,  though  it  is  shorter  than 
our  own.  Ours  is  on  a  selective  basis. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  To  supplement 
what  the  chairman  has  said,  the  time 
in  NATO  countries  is  shorter,  but  the 
liability  for  service  is  much  longer.  The 
Lability  runs  up  to  50  years  in  some  of 
those  countries,  while  ours  runs  to  a 
maximum  of  35  years. 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  I 
have  been  surprised  with  reference  to 
some  of  those  nations.  I  have  noted  that 
in  Belgium  the  period  has  been  lowered 
from  18  months  to  1  year.  Every  man 
in  England  is  supposed  to  take  military 
training  service  for  4  months,  and  re¬ 
main  subject  to  military  service  up  to 
5V2  years.  Some  nations  have  reduced 
their  service  period.  I  share  the  appre¬ 
hensions  of  the  Senator  in  regard  to 
those  countries.  In  view  of  the  vast 
amounts  of  armament  we  are  sending 
overseas,  I  think  we  should  take  that 
into  consideration. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First  of  all,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  have  profited  a  great  deal 
from  the  colloquies  which  have  taken 
place.  I  refer  particularly  to  the  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  bill  given  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse].  It  has  been  very,  very 
helpful,  and  I  think  we  are  getting  a 
splendid  legislative  record  as  to  the  full 
intent  and  purpose  of  the  proposal. 

I  should  like  to  ask  a  few  questions 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  with  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  Ready  Reserve. 

I  understood  the  Senator  to  say  that 
this  particular  bill  does  not  apply  to  the 
National  Guard  or  does  not  deal  with  the 
National  Guard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  does  not  alter 
the  present  status  of  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Only  in  that  it  does 
permit  a  Guardsman  to  volunteer  for  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training  with  our  regular 
forces.  He  can  take  active  duty  for 
training  with  the  Regular  Army  for  a 
3 -months  period. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  But  after  his 
3 -months  period  do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  that  he  would  be  returned  to  his 
National  Guard  unit? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Or  would  he  re¬ 
turn  to  a  Ready  Reserve  unit? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  He  would  return  to 
his  National  Guard  unit.  There  is  pro¬ 
vision  in  other  laws  for  transfer  from 
one  to  the  other. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  As  I  have  stated 
privately  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
I  have  been  very  deeply  concerned  about 
the  very  question  which  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  here,  namely,  the  matter  of  the 
segregation  or  non-segregation  of  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  units.  I  have  weighed  the 
problem  very,  very  carefully.  It  has  been 
a  very  difficult  one.  I  have  listened  and 
tried  to  study  what  the  bill  provides  and 
what  the  intent  of  the  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  really  is.  As  I  understand,  there 
are  450,000  men  in  the  present  National 
Guard  establishment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  my  recollec¬ 
tion  of  the  authorized  strength.  It  will 
not  vary  more  than  a  few  thousand,  one 
way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  And  it  is  the  ex¬ 
pressed  purpose  of  the  bill  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  Reserve  to  be  approximately  2,900,- 
000  men,  if  and  when  that  figure  can  be 
reached. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  When  it  can  be 
achieved;  yes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  question  is 
this:  In  an  area  where  there  is  a  segre¬ 
gated  National  Guard,  under  present 
laws,  before  this  bill  is  enacted,  a  Negro 
youth  would  not  be  permitted  to  enlist 
in  the  National  Guard  and  thereby  sub¬ 
stitute  that  service  for  service  under  the 
Selective  Service  Act,  but  if  this  bill  is 
passed  it  would  set  up  a  Ready  Reserve 
which  would  give  that  Negro  youth  ex¬ 
actly  the  same  privileges  made  available 
under  the  old  National  Guard  establish¬ 
ment  for  white  youth? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  It 
does  not  necessarily  establish  a  Reserve 
unit.  They  are  all  over  the  country  now. 
But,  for  the  first  time,  a  person  who  en¬ 
lists  in  it  receives  the  same  exemption. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Is  it  a  theoretical 
exemption,  or  a  practical  exemption;  is 
it  a  theoretical  privilege  or  a  practical 
privilege?  Is  it  possible  that  in  some 
areas  the  so-called  Ready  Reserve  units 
would  not  be  established,  thereby  deny¬ 
ing  a  Negro  youth  the  same  exemption 
and  the  same  privilege  now  accorded  to 
white  youths  in  the  so-called  segregated 
National  Guard  States?  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  understand  what  I  mean? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  I  understand 
what  the  Senator  is  contemplating.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  a  State  in  the 
Union  which  does  not  now  have  units 
of  the  Reserve.  I  doubt  that  there  is  a 
State  which  does  not  have  Reserve  units 
of  1  of  the  3  Military  Departments.  It 
may  be  that  the  Air  Reserve  is  not  acti¬ 
vated  all  over  the  United  States;  but  I 
am  confident  that  every  State  has  a 
Naval  Reserve  unit  and  an  Army  Re¬ 
serve  unit  somewhere.  A  man  has  been 
able  to  get  into  any  of  those  units.  The 
units  have  been  there.  But  until  they 
were  geared  to  the  Selective  Service  Act, 
the  young  man  naturally  tried  to  get 
into  the  National  Guard,  where  those 
who  were  under  18^  when  they  joined 
would  be  exempt  from  induction  under 
the  selective  service. 

The  bill  opens  up  the  same  benefits  to 
those  going  into  the  Reserve  units.  It 
will  be  necessary,  under  the  bill,  to  cre¬ 
ate  a  great  many  more  Reserve  units. 
The  Department  of  Defense  witnesses 
said  that  this  was  their  purpose. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  That  will  be  a 
matter  of  executive  action,  will  it  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Administrative  ac¬ 
tion.  The  situation  is  as  simple  as  this. 
The  States  historically  have  decided  who 
would  be  eligible  for  the  National  Guard. 
The  Federal  Government  has  complete 
control  over  who  will  be  admitted  to  the 
units  other  than  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Then,  is  it  the  feel¬ 
ing  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  that  the  express  desire 
and  plan  of  the  National  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment  is  to  create  many  additional 
Reserve  units  and  to  establish  them  on 
the  basis  of  geographical  and  population 
areas,  so  that  there  will  not  be  discrimi¬ 
nation  in  terms  of  exclusion  from  the 
same  privileges  because  of  race? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  quite  confident 
that  that  is  the  purpose  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense.  President  Truman  is¬ 
sued  an  Executive  order  to  that  effect. 


and  is  was  augmented  by  orders  issued 
by  President  Eisenhower,  when  he  as¬ 
sumed  the  Presidency.  So  far  as  I  am 
aware,  there  is  no  segregated  unit  any¬ 
where  in  the  regular  establishment, 
within  the  Federal  service.  The  Re¬ 
serve  units  come  under  the  Federal  serv¬ 
ice.  I  do  not  know  how  anyone  could 
apply  a  different  policy  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  unit  from  that  which  applies  to 
the  standing  forces  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  problem  with 
which  I  am  wrestling  on  this  issue  is  the 
fact  that  while  the  National  Guard,  un¬ 
der  the  law,  comes  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  chief  executive  of  a  State, 
and  the  National  Guard  has  a  historical 
pattern  of  State  management,  the  truth 
is  that  under  the  Reserve  program  com¬ 
ing  into  being,  and  with  the  law  that 
now  pertains  to  the  National  Guard,  the 
National  Guard  is  actually  a  reserve.  It 
fills  in  a  part  of  the  requirements  of  what 
would  ordinarily  be  taken  care  of  by 
selective  service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  my  statute  a  part 
of  the  first  line  of  national  defense, 
along  with  other  organized  Reserve 
units. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yet  we  are  apply¬ 
ing  a  dual  standard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  National  Guard 
cannot  be  called  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  except  in  case  of  a  national  emer¬ 
gency.  The  Federal  units  can  be  called 
at  any  time;  but  the  National  Guard 
units  must  be  nationalized  in  case  of 
war. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  But  to  obtain  the 
privilege  of  exemption  from  selective 
service,  and  to  have  the  privileges  or  re-, 
sponsibilities  of  the  Reserve  program, 
the  National  Guard  serves  the  same 
function  as  the  Ready  Reserve  to  be 
created  under  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no;  the  National 
Guard  had  the  sole  privilege  in  that 
field,  until  this  bill  was  drafted.  Only 
in  the  National  Guard  could  one  secure 
exemption  from  selective  service.  No 
other  organization  could.  The  Reserve 
does  not  enjoy  it  until  this  hour;  and  it 
will  not  do  so  until  the  President  imple¬ 
ments  the  statute  that  may  result  from 
this  bill. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  the  bill  shall  be 
passed,  it  will  provide  equal  privileges 
and  exemptions. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  In  the  Ready  Reserve, 
the  same  as  is  true  in  the  National 
Guard. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  So  far  as  privi¬ 
leges  and  exemptions  are  concerned. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Exactly. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  With  that  as  an 
agreed  fact,  once  the  bill  shall  be  passed, 
if  we  can  get  these  provisions  through 
conference,  then  there  will  be,  will  there 
not,  one  set  of  rules  relating  to  segrega¬ 
tion  and  nonsegregation  in  the  National 
Guard,  and  another  set  of  rules  relating 
to  the  Ready  Reserve? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  would  be  in 
some  areas.  That  would  not  be  the  case 
in  the  Senator’s  State  of  Minnesota,  I 
feel  certain.  I  am  quite  confident  that 
the  Senator  has  seen  to  it  that  in  his 
State  men  are  not  required  to  serve  only 
with  those  of  their  own  kind.  That 
policy,  I  understand,  has  been  adopted 


in  Minnesota  long  since.  The  National 
Guard  has  been  open  to  people  without 
regard  to  race  or  color. 

But  in  my  State,  I  think  there  are 
some  segregated  Negro  units  in  the 
National  Guard.  Undoubtedly  Negro 
units  are  segregated,  and  Negroes  are 
not  accepted  for  enlistment  in  white 
units. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Tire  problem  we 
face  in  the  case  of  segregation  in  the 
military  service  is  in  giving  equal  privi¬ 
leges,  rights,  and  responsibilities.  I 
think  that  is  one  problem.  I  recog¬ 
nize  what  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  said.  I  think  it  is  crystal  clear  that 
the  bill  improves  the  situation  rather 
than  impairs  it.  I  think  this  ought  to 
be  a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  endeavored  to 
make  it  a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  has 
done  that  very  well.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  for  a  long  time  has  felt  there 
should  be  an  option,  even  at  the  time 
of  the  passage  of  the  selective  service 
law. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  indeed,  I  have 
felt  that  way.  However,  the  majority 
of  my  colleagues  have  disagreed  with  me 
on  two  occasions,  and  I  have  not  pur¬ 
sued  the  matter  any  further  legisla¬ 
tively.  But  I  have  not  changed  my 
mind  individually,  although  I  have  not 
achieved  any  legislative  results. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  about  to  obtain  his  objective 
in  this  particular  proposal. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  no;  this  will  not 
affect  the  situation  at  all. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  affects,  does  it 
not,  all  reservists? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  the  bill  does  not 
affect  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  does  not  affect 
the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  does  not  af¬ 
fect  exemption  from  selective  service  of 
one  wrho  joins  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  recognize  the 
fact  that  the  bill  does  not  affect  that 
situation  directly.  It  supplements  the 
National  Guard,  which  is  the  first  line  of 
our  Reserve,  by  creating  a  Ready  Re¬ 
serve,  but  applies  different  standards  in 
terms  of  integration. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  does. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  applies  differ¬ 
ent  standards  in  terms  of  integration  for 
the  Ready  Reserve  than  it  does  for  the 
National  Guard  in  some  States. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  results  because 
the  national  policy  with  respect  to  the 
armed  services  is  to  integrate,  wdiereas 
in  a  few  of  the  States  the  National 
Guard  is  segregated. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Does  the  Senator 
have  any  doubt  in  his  mind,  or  any  feel¬ 
ing  of  uncertainty,  about  the  fact  that 
if  the  President  of  the  United  States,  as 
Commander  in  Chief,  can,  by  Executive 
order,  rules,  or  regulations  impose  inte¬ 
gration  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  he  cannot 
do  it  and  supposedly  is  not  doing  it  in 
the  case  of  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  confident  the 
President  has  no  authority  whatsoever 
to  do  so  in  the  case  of  the  National 
Guard. 
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Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Despite  Federal 
expenditures? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Exactly.  In  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  legislation,  he  would  have  no 
such  authority.  Of  course,  the  Federal 
Government  can  withdraw  its  expendi¬ 
tures  for  the  National  Guard.  It  can 
cut  off  those  expenditures.  But  under 
every  law  we  have,  and  have  had  since 
the  time  of  George  Washington,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  is  a  State  organization. 

Although  the  Government  has  become 
greatly  centralized,  no  President  has 
said  he  could  take  command  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  except  in  case  of  a  national 
emergency.  In  that  event,  he  can  Fed¬ 
eralize  the  National  Guard  and  impress 
it  into  Federal  service.  But  in  time  of 
peace,  the  National  Guard  very  clearly 
is  a  State  organization,  not  only  by 
State  laws,  but  also  by  Federal  statute. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  certainly  respect 
the  integrity  of  the  position  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia.  There  is  no  more 
able  an  exponent  of  any  position  than 
is  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  felt  woefully 
inadequate  on  occasions  when  I  have 
presented  many  matters  which  were 
meritorious  and  have  seen  them  rejected. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  The  Senator  ar¬ 
gues  his  case  well.  Sometimes  the  case 
may  not  have  as  good  a  foundation  as 
the  argument.  Nevertheless,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  argues  his  case  well. 

I  will  ask  the  Senator  to  bear  with  me 
for  a  moment  in  this  expression.  While 
we  can  technically  differentiate  between 
the  National  Guard  in  peacetime - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  not  a  tech¬ 
nical  differentiation;  it  is  one  which  is 
created  by  statute." 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Let  us  call  it  a  legal 
differentiation.  If  we  now  need  2,900,000 
reservists,  conditions  must  not  be  so 
peaceful.  What  bothers  me  is  that  we 
have  had  a  national  tradition  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  National  Guard  during  a 
time  when  we  never  really  looked  upon  a 
large  military  establishment  as  being 
necessai’y.  Now  the  administration  asks 
for  a  rather  substantial  military  estab¬ 
lishment.  I  hope  the  majority  of  Mem¬ 
bers  think  we  need  one,  because  it  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  that  we  need  a  strong  de¬ 
fense.  But  in  the  process  of  creating 
a  larger  military  establishment,  we  take 
what  once  was  a  limited  pattern  of  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  National  Guard  and  ag¬ 
gravate  it,  because  it  is  entirely  possible, 
is  it  not — — 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  How  will  it  be  aggra¬ 
vated? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  It  is  not  entirely 
possible,  under  the  proposal,  that  in 
areas  where  the  National  Guard  is  segre¬ 
gated,  persons  who  do  not  want  to  go 
into  a  nonsegregated  National  Guard 
will  simply  go  into  a  segregated  Guard, 
and  thereby  greatly  enlarge  the  pattern 
of  discrimination  in  larger  dimensions 
and  proportions. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  could  not  be  done 
because  the  number  of  guardsmen  is 
limited. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  When  the  Senator 
says  that  the  number  of  guardsmen  is 
limited,  he  means  it  is  limited  at  present 
by  the  number  of  dollars  which  Congress 
appropriates  at  the  request  of  the  Pen¬ 
tagon. 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  A  little  later  on 
the  Pentagon  representatives  may  come 
forward  and  say,  “We  are  going  to  have 
difficulty  with  the  Ready  Reserves  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  the  country.  We  are  going 
to  have  difficulty  because  under  Execu¬ 
tive  orders  they  are  nonsegregated,  so 
we  are  recommending  to  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  not  the  sum  of  $400 
million  for  the  National  Guard,  but 
$1,500,000,000.”  Is  there  not  a  possi¬ 
bility  of  a  greatly  expanded  recommen¬ 
dation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  would  that  I  could 
answer  that  question  in  the  affirmative, 
because  I  should  like  very  much  to  see 
the  National  Guard  greatly  expanded; 
but,  in  my  opinion,  the  National  Guard 
will  be  played  down  in  regard  to  expan¬ 
sion,  and  the  Reserve  units  of  the  Armed 
Forces  will  be  played  up.  That  is  my 
frank  opinion.  I  wish  it  were  the  other 
way.  I  will  be  sincere  with  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  I  should  like  to  see 
the  National  Guard  increased,  but,  un¬ 
questionably,  under  the  program  being 
advanced,  and  as  was  indicated  in  nearly 
every  line  of  the  testimony,  from  now 
on,  the  emphasis  is  going  to  be  placed  on 
the  Reserve  units  rather  than  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  I  would  rather  have  it 
the  other  way. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  If  we  could  have 
the  same  principle  applied  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  as  is  provided  in  section 
5A  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948, 
I  should  like  to  see  the  program  ex¬ 
panded,  as  the  Senator  desires,  because 
I  think  it  serves  a  very  great  and  impor¬ 
tant  role  in  the  whole  defense  and  com¬ 
munity  structure  of  our  Nation.  I 
should  not  like  to  see  the  National  Guard 
become  a  thing  dying  on  the  vine.  It 
may  very  well  be  that,  with  the  Ready 
Reserves  now  coming  into  the  picture, 
we  may  see  emphasis  on  that  program. 
My  hope  was,  and  is,  that  the  program 
of  integration  which  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
could  and  would  be  expanded  into  the 
areas  of  the  Reserve  program,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  and  the  Ready  Reserves. 

I  want  my  position  made  clear  that  I 
cannot  help  but  feel  integration  should 
apply  in  the  military  service  much  more 
so  than  in  housing,  education,  and  any¬ 
thing  else.  So  there  will  be  no  doubt  as 
to  my  position,  when  we  come  to  the 
question  of  military  service,  when  we 
come  to  the  question  of  equal  responsi¬ 
bility,  when  we  come  to  the  question  of 
equal  duties,  regardless  of  racial  back¬ 
ground  or  national  origin,  when  the 
National  Government  puts  its  finger  on 
a  person  and  says,  “We  want  you,”  I 
think  there  ought  to  be  equal  rights, 
equal  responsibilities,  and  equal  duties, 
much  more  so  than  in  the  social  and 
economic  pattern. 

It  is  that  question  which  has  caused 
me  concern.  I  say  most  respectfully 
the  President  has  made  it  somewhat  dif¬ 
ficult  to  argue  the  point.  The  President, 
in  a  recent  press  conference,  set  forth 
that  the  question  was  extraneous  to  what 
the  junior  Senator  from  Minnesota  is 
now  speaking  about.  I  most  respect¬ 
fully  say  I  do  not  think  it  is  extraneous. 
I  think  the  fact  that  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  been  so  courteous  and 
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patient  in  his  comments  indicates  that 
it  is  a  subject  worthy  of  discussion 
among  honorable  men. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  concede  the  sincerity 
of  the  Senator's  opinion.  I  think  when 
a  man  is  sincere  in  his  position,  he  ought 
to  have  a  right  to  discuss  it  fully.  I  am 
not  here  to  defend  the  President  or  his 
statement.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  drawn 
into  a  lengthy  debate  as  to  what  is  and 
what  is  not  discrimination.  I  attach  a 
different  interpretation  than  does  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  to  the  meaning 
of  discrimination.  I  say  if  a  man  goes 
into  the  armed  services  and  receives  the 
same  pay,  eats  the  same  food,  wears  the 
same  uniform,  has  the  same  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  advancement  to  sergeant,  cor¬ 
poral,  or  any  other  rank,  and  has  exactly 
the  same  kind  of  barracks,  he  is  not 
discriminated  against  if  he  serves  with 
men  of  his  own  race.  I  cannot  conceive 
of  that  being  discrimination.  If  he  got 
different  pay,  if  he  was  compelled  to 
do  different  type  of  work,  or  more  menial 
work,  I  could  see  how  that  would  be 
discrimination.  It  is  my  own  view  that 
in  the  old  Army  when  colored  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  drew  the  same  pay, 
wore  the  same  kinds  of  uniforms,  had 
the  same  mess,  and  performed  the  same 
duties,  there  was  no  discrimination 
merely  because  white  men  were  per¬ 
mitted  to  serve  with  white  men,  and  col¬ 
ored  men  with  colored  men.  But  that 
question  has  been  decided  adversely  to 
my  contention. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  understand,  and 
may  I  say  to  the  Senator,  he  makes  his 
contention  well.  I  am  not  trying  to  dis¬ 
credit  it;  I  simply  disagree  with  him. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  and  I  understand  we  widely 
disagree  in  this  field. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  My  hope  is  that 
under  the  proposal  before  the  Senate, 
not  only  will  integration  be  possible  in 
the  Ready  Reserve — possible  and  prac¬ 
tical  and  utilized — but  that  actually  the 
Ready  Reserve  program  will  be  a  fact 
in  being  in  areas  where  now  we  have 
merely  the  National  Guard  on  a  segre¬ 
gated  basis.  If  that  is  not  done,  while 
the  law  may  be  written  to  equalize  the 
privileges  and  the  responsibilities,  there 
will  be  an  equality  of  law  only  on  the 
statute  books,  and  there  will  not  be  an 
equality  in  life  itself  and  in  terms  of  the 
service. 

Does  the  Senator  have  good  reason  to 
believe  that  Ready  Reserve  units  will  be 
readily  available?  Does  he  have  reason 
to  believe  that  they  will  not  be  bypassed? 
Does  he  have  reason  to  believe  that 
Ready  Reserve  units  will  be  available  in 
areas  where  there  is  difference  of  opinion 
over  segregation  in  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  In  answering  that 
question  in  the  affirmative,  the  only  au¬ 
thority  on  which  I  can  rely  is  the  fact 
that  the  testimony  of  all  of  the  officials 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  was  to  the 
effect  that  there  they  were  going  to 
greatly  expand  existing  Reserve  units; 
that  they  were  going  to  create  new  Re¬ 
serve  units,  and  that  they  would  be  com¬ 
posed  under  existing  orders  in  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment.  I  apprehend  that 
the  Defense  Department  will  receive  into 
those  Ready  units  youth  of  any  color  who 
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can  qualify,  physically  and  mentally,  for 
admission. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY  subsequently  said: 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  a  short  statement  which  I  have 
prepared  printed  in  the  body  of  the  Rec¬ 
ord  at  the  point  where  the  colloquy  be¬ 
tween  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell!  and  I  occurred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Humphrey 

I  rise  to  discuss  the  question  of  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  National  Guard  as  it  affects  the 
provisions  of  the  pending  bill. 

I  have  given  a  great  deal  of  careful, 
thoughtful  soul-searching  to  the  advisability 
of  offering  an  amendment  which  would  re¬ 
quire  that  segregation  be  eliminated  in  the 
National  Guard  before  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  affecting  the  guard  can  become  operative. 
My  decision  not  to  offer  the  amendment  has 
not  been  an  easy  one.  I  am  thoroughly  con¬ 
vinced  the  objective  of  the  amendment  is  in 
the  national  interest  and  is  thoroughly  con¬ 
sistent  with  our  Nation’s  ideals.  My  reason 
for  not  offering  the  amendment  today  is 
based  on  the  fact  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  by  virtue  of  his  public  state¬ 
ments  has  made  constructive  debate  on  this 
issue  impossible.  He  has  been  wrong  in  his 
comments,  but  he  has  been  effective  to  the 
point  where  an  antisegregation  amendment 
to  this  bill  would  not  be  accepted  by  the 
Congress. 

The  President  has  said  that  an  antisegre¬ 
gation  amendment  would  threaten  the  very 
existence  of  our  Reserve  program.  With  this 
view  I  thoroughly  disagree.  Yet,  Senate  de¬ 
bate  on  an  amendment  to  eliminate  segre¬ 
gation,  would  be,  and  has  been  so  inter¬ 
preted,  clouded  with  the  issue  of  its  effect  on 
the  national  security  of  our  Nation. 

My  colleagues  and  I  would  be  prepared  to 
face  the  onslaught  were  there  a  possibility 
that  our  amendment  would  be  approved. 
The  facts  are  overwhelmingly  clear,  however, 
that  the  President’s  influence  on  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  his  own  party  plus  those  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle  who  come  from  States 
that  maintain  segregated  units  would  spell 
the  death  of  the  amendment. 

X  must  in  all  conscience  express  my  strong 
feelings  on  this  question. 

Our  Nation  has  made  tremendous  progress 
toward  eliminating  segregation  in  our  Armed 
Forces.  The  Congressional  Record  has 
testimony  of  my  own  activities  toward  that 
end,  and  I  am  proud  of  whatever  role  I 
played  to  thus  help  to  democratize  our  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force. 

The  success  of  the  integration  program  has 
strengthened  our  society  and  improved  the 
armed  services  and  has  made  it  possible  for 
our  Nation  to  stand  with  head  high  as  we 
face  the  peoples  of  the  world  and  as  our 
service  men  and  women  acting  as  ambassa¬ 
dors  of  good  will  for  this  Nation  have  trav¬ 
eled  to  every  corner  of  the  globe. 

National  Guard  units  are  the  only  units 
in  our  armed  services  where  the  pattern  of 
segregation  still  remains.  This  is,  of  course, 
not  the  case  in  all  States.  Many,  perhaps 
most  of  our  National  Guard  units  are  inte¬ 
grated.  We  in  Minnesota  are  pleased  that 
our  own  National  Guard  is  so  integrated 
without  racial  segregation  or  discrimina¬ 
tion.  There  are,  however,  I  am  informed, 
segregated  National  Guard  units  in  at  least 
21  States.  I  am  further  informed  that  in 
14  States  our  Negro  citizens  have  no  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  participate  in  the  National  Guard 
program.  To  pass  a  bill,  therefore,  calling 
upon  all  of  our  young  men  to  serve  in  the 
active  and  reserve  units  of  our  Nation  with¬ 


out  regard  to  their  color  and  then  to  say  to 
those  men  of  dark  color  who  are  so  forced  to 
serve  that  they  cannot  serve  equally  is  a 
gross  violation  of  my  conscience  and  our 
Nation’s  sense  of  justice. 

I  am  well  aware  of  the  argument  that  the 
National  Guard  is  in  reality  a  State  program 
and  that  the  Federal  Government  should  not 
Interfere  with  its  operation.  This  States’ 
right  argument,  however,  is  not  in  the  least 
.  persuasive  to  me  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
we  are  now  passing  a  national  bill  affecting 
the  National  Guard  and  in  view  of  the  fact, 
furthermore,  that  the  National  Guard  today 
receives  about  double  the  Federal  funds 
given  to  the  existing  Reserve  program.  I 
am  told  that  about  $437  million  was  appro¬ 
priated  by  the  Federal  Government  for  the 
National  Guard  in  1955. 

In  concluding  this  statement  I  desire  to 
make  one  final  comment  with  regard  to  the 
statement  of  the  President  that  an  anti¬ 
segregation  amendment  to  this  Reserve  bill 
is  not  a  germane  amendment.  Let  me  say 
first  that  it  ill-behooves  the  President  who 
has  himself  not  proposed  any  civil-rights 
legislation  to  the  Congress  to  pointedly  and 
vigorously  criticize  those  who  offer  amend¬ 
ments  in  order  to  allow  the  Congress  to  ex¬ 
press  itself  on  these  matters.  Furthermore, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  President  has  it 
within  his  executive  authority  to  end  seg¬ 
regation  in  the  Military  Establishment,  I 
suggest  that  he  himself  had  and  now  has  it 
within  his  power  to  avoid  this  controversy. 

I  respectfully  call  upon  the  President  of 
the  United  States  as  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Armed  Forces  and  as  President  of  all  the 
people,  to  end  segregation  and  discrimina¬ 
tion  in  all  areas  of  the  Armed  Forces,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Reserves  and  the  National  Guard. 

Several  Senators  addressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  had  agreed  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  yield 
to  him  now. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  that  as  a  new  Member 
of  this  body,  I  have  been  very  favorably 
impressed  by  the  ease  and  the  assured¬ 
ness  with  which  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  has  answered  so  many 
questions,  without  having  taken  food, 
and  having  had  very  little  to  drink,  and 
that  only  of  a  very  mild  variety. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  If  I  may  interject,  it 
consisted  of  sweet  milk. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  hope  it  came 
from  the  wonderful  dairy  farms  of  North 
Carolina,  may  I  add? 

Long  before  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  asked  the 
question  about  what  other  nations  allied 
with  us  were  doing  in  this  respect,  I  was 
interested  in  the  matter,  and  early  today 
I  asked  the  Foreign  Affairs  Division  of 
the  Library  of  Congress  to  obtain  for 
me  the  terms  of  service  of  the  members 
of  the  armed  services  in  the  countries 
which  I  regard  as  most  similar  to  our  own 
from  the  standpoint  of  political  institu¬ 
tions,  language,  and  general  cultural 
background,  and  those  are  the  self-gov¬ 
erning  countries  of  the  British  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Nations. 

I  wondered  if  I  could  read,  very  briefly, 
what  I  obtained.  It  comprises  only  one 
page.  Then  I  should  like  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion  based  on  that  information. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  happy  to  have 
anything  put  in  the  Record  that  deals 
with  the  question,  even  if  it  is  not  directly 
related  to  the  bill,  if  it  deals  with  the 
national  and  international  policy  of  the 
United  States. 


Mr.  NEUBERGER.  The  information 
I  obtained  certainly  bears  out  the  com¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  about 
the  British  Isles. 

In  Great  Britain  the  term  of  active 
service  is  24  months,  followed  by  3Vz 
years  with  training  liability  and  5  addi¬ 
tional  years  without  training  liability. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  universal. 
That  applies  to  all  men. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  That  is  correct. 

In  Australia  the  man  who  serves  is 
eligible  for  5  years’  military  training, 
during  which  time  he  must  receive  140 
days  of  actual  training.  In  the  event  the 
140  days  of  training  are  completed  be¬ 
fore  the  expiration  of  5  years,  there  is 
no  exemption  from  compulsory  obliga¬ 
tion  until  the  5  years  expires.  Of  the 
140  days,  98  days  are  spent  in  camp  on 
full-time  military  duty.  In  the  case  of 
university  students,  the  time  in  camp  is 
reduced  to  77  days.  At  the  end  of  140 
days,  the  conscriptee  is  free  from  future 
compulsory  military  training. 

What  I  have  just  read  applies  to  mili¬ 
tary  training  in  Australia. 

As  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  stated,  in  Canada  there  is  no 
conscription. 

In  New  Zealand,  first  there  is  a  period 
of  full-time  service  of  14  weeks  in  a 
training  camp,  temporarily  reduced  to 
10  to  12  weeks,  with  the  aim  of  building 
up  the  establishment,  followed  by  a 
period  of  part-time  service  of  3  years,  in 
which  a  total  of  60  days — made  up  of  14 
days  in  camp  and  6  days  of  out-of-camp 
training  each  year — must  be  served. 
Finally,  there  is  a  6-year  term  of  service 
in  the  reserve,  but  involving  no  training 
liabilities.  t 

As  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  can  see,  with  the  exception  of 
Great  Britain  itself,  the  period  of  service 
in  the  case  of  the  Dominions  of  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Commonwealth  of  Nations  is  sub¬ 
stantially  less  than  the  one  required  in 
the  bill.  I  should  like  to  ask  why  the 
United  States  must  impose  upon  its 
young  men  a  period  of  military  obliga¬ 
tion  so  much  more  strenuous  and  pro-1 
longed  than  that  imposed  by  the  self- 
governing  Dominions  of  the  British 
Commonwealth?  | 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  that  would 
be  a  matter  of  opinion.  In  the  first  place, 
the  United  States  is  the  backbone  of  the 
free  world,  today.  I  would  not  be  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  having  us  weaken  ourselves  merely 
because  the  Dominions  of  the  British 
Empire,  which  are  dependent  upon  us  to 
keep  the  free  world  free,  do  not  require 
what  we  regard  as  an  adequate  period  of 
service.  I  have  thought,  and  I  have  dis¬ 
cussed  the  matter  in  some  of  the  very 
highest  circles,  that  we  should  make 
representations  to  some  of  our  allies — not 
only  to  the  Dominions  of  the  British  Em¬ 
pire,  but  also  to  the  other  NATO  coun¬ 
tries — in  an  effort  to  have  some  uni¬ 
formity  of  military  service  on  the  part 
of  all  the  nations  which  are  associated 
together  in  the  defense  of  the  free  world. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  certainly  hope 
the  chairman  of  the  great  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  will  do  that,  because  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  fair  to  our 
young  American  men  to  have  imposed 
upon  them  so  much  heavier  a  military 
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obligation  than  the  one  imposed  on  the 
young  men  of  the  other  countries  which 
share  with  us  the  dangers  which  must 
be  faced  by  the  nations  that  opposed  ag¬ 
gression  and  tyranny. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  we  must  get 
them  to  increase  the  period  of  military 
service  they  require,  rather  than  to 
make  any  material  reduction  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  service  provided  for  our  young  men. 
Merely  because  the  nations  associated 
with  us  are  not  willing  to  make  the  sac¬ 
rifices  we  are  willing  to  make  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  man  and  the  defense  of  free¬ 
dom  throughout  the  world,  is  certainly 
no  justification  for  our  depending  upon 
a  weak  reed,  in  the  case  of  the  amount 
of  training  required  in  New  Zealand  or 
in  Australia  or  elsewhere.  The  train¬ 
ing  they  require  should  be  increased,  in¬ 
stead  of  having  us  weaken  or  decrease 
the  amount  of  training  we  require  on 
the  part  of  our  young  men. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  should  like  to  ask 
another  question,  based  upon  procedure, 
rather  than  going  to  the  substance  of  the 
pending  bill.  I  wish  to  ascertain  whether 
the  yeas-and-nays  have  been  ordered  on 
the  question  of  the  passage  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  have  not. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  As  I  have  said 
earlier,  I  am  a  new  Member  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  am  not  too  well  acquainted  with 
the  procedure  here.  Yet  it  seems  to  me 
that  in  the  case  of  a  bill  as  important  as 
the  pending  one,  and  one  which  directly 
affects  so  many  families  of  the  country, 
there  should  be  a  yea-and-nay  vote  in 
the  Senate  on  the  question  of  the  passage 
of  the  bill.  Regardless  of  how  each  Mem¬ 
ber  may  feel  about  the  bill,  I  believe  that 
the  vote  on  the  question  of  its  passage 
should  be  a  matter  of  public  record,  by 
means  of  having  a  yea-and-nay  vote. 

My  only  previous  experience  with  leg¬ 
islative  matters,  before  coming  to  the 
Senate,  was  in  our  State  legislature. 
There  it  is  impossible  to  pass  a  bill  under 
which  our  people  will  have  to  live,  with¬ 
out  having  a  recorded  vote  or  a  so-called 
roll-call  vote.  I  imagine  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  have  such  a  requirement 
here  in  the  Senate,  in  view  of  the  vast 
number  of  both  important  and  relatively 
unimportant  bills  which  are  handled. 
Nevertheless,  it  seems  to  me  that  in  the 
case  of  a  measure  of  the  great  importance 
of  this  one,  which  affects  intimately  the 
people  of  the  country,  there  should  be  a 
roll  call  or  yea-and-nay  vote. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
have  a  yea-and-nay  vote,  if  a  sufficient 
number  of  Members  are  present. 

However,  I  may  say  that  the  only  effect 
the  bill  will  have  on  the  families  of  the 
country  will  be  that  which  may  be  volun¬ 
tarily  assumed  by  the  young  men;  there 
will  be  no  compulsion  upon  them. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President - - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield,  Mr. 
President. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  shall  be  glad  to  de¬ 
fer  to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No,  Mr.  President; 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Idaho 
was  first  on  his  feet. 


Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
not  think  of  having  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Kentuky  defer  to  me.  In¬ 
stead,  I  shall  be  happy  to  have  him  pro¬ 
ceed  at  this  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  in  or¬ 
der  to  avoid  an  Alphonse  and  Gaston 
situation,  I  shall  proceed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  to  be  relieved  of  the  necessity  of 
making  the  decision.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  knows,  all  over 
the  country  there  are  now  Reserve  units 
in  existence,  and  in  some  cases  the  men 
attend  their  meetings  once  a  week. 
There  are  certain  requirements  to  which 
they  are  subject,  in  order  that  they  may 
preserve  their  status  and  whatever  ben¬ 
efits  and  responsibilities  go  with  it. 

In  my  home  town  of  Paducah  there  is 
a  very  active  and  very  large  Reserve 
unit,  and  in  some  cases  its  members 
di'ive  50  miles,  in  order  to  attend  the 
meetings.  What  effect  will  the  bill  have 
upon  existing  units  of  the  sort  to  which 
I  refer,  if  the  bill  will  have  any  effect 
upon  them? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  should  augment 
their  strength,  if  they  are  not  already 
up  to  their  full  strength.  Otherwise,  the 
bill  will  have  no  effect  whatever  upon 
them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  words,  if 
they  are  not  already  up  to  their  full 
strength,  the  new  men  can  integrate 
themselves  into  the  exiting  units ;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Or  if  the  existing  unit 
has  reached  its  maximum  strength,  they 
can  organize  a  new  unit,  can  they? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  I  so  under¬ 
stand. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  only  effect  the 
bill  could  possibly  have  on  such  a  unit 
would  be  to  augment  its  strength.  The 
bill  would  not  affect  those  who  are  al¬ 
ready  enrolled;  they  could  still  continue 
to  receive  their  drill  pay  for  the  48  drill 
periods  each  year,  and  they  would  still 
accumulate  their  retirement  benefits, 
and  so  forth,  and  they  would  still  be 
liable  for  service  in  the  event  of  war. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  After  the  men  who 
come  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
have  performed  their  tom’  of  duty  and 
have  joined  units  already  in  existence, 
then  the  privileges  accruing  to  all  of 
them  will  be  identical;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  except  in  the 
case  of  a  man  who  comes  out  of  a  Regu¬ 
lar  Army  unit  with  a  particular  rating. 
Undoubtedly  he  will  take  his  existing 
rating  with  him  when  he  enters  the  Re¬ 
serve — for  instance,  if  he  had  been  a 
sergeant  in  a  Regular  unit. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes.  But  they  would 
be  integrated,  would  they? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct;  and 
the  units  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  refers  will,  after  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  bill,  undoubtedly  be  aug¬ 
mented  by  men  who  have  served  their 
period  in  the  Regular  forces. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  will 
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yield  for  an  observation  and  an  explana¬ 
tion  as  to  why  I  have  missed  a  great  por¬ 
tion  of  the  debate  on  the  pending  bill, 
I  shall  appreciate  it  very  much. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Idaho  for  whatever  purpose  he  may  de¬ 
sire.  I  have  used  a  considerable  amount 
of  time,  and  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  him 
whatever  time  he  desires  to  have. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  often  that  a 
Member  of  my  age  is  permitted  to  serve 
on  so  great  a  committee,  under  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell], 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  In  fact,  Mr.  President, 
I  am  a  junior-junior  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  can  testify  to  the  difficult 
hours,  days,  and  months  our  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  has  spent — sometimes 
singlehandedly — in  studying  the  bill  and 
working  on  it.  I  cannot  pay  him  too 
high  a  compliment  in  that  connection. 
He  knows  how  much  I  admire  him  per¬ 
sonally.  Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  as 
a  legislator,  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  without  a  peer 
in  this  country.  I  commend  him  most 
heartily  for  his  outstanding  service.  I 
cannot  think  of  any  compliment  too  high 
to  be  paid  to  him  for  the  great  work  he 
has  done. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  now  like  to 
refer  briefly  to  a  matter  previously  dis¬ 
cussed  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
Goldwater]  and  the  Senator  from  Mon¬ 
tana  [Mr.  Mansfield],  I  desire  to  refer 
at  this  time  to  the  proposed  disembowel- 
ment  of  the  96th  Infantry  Division.  As 
a  junior  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  I  must  inform  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  and  colleague  from  Geor¬ 
gia  that  I  appreciate  very  much,  indeed, 
the  kindness  with  which  he  received  the 
remarks  made  by  those  two  distinguished 
Members,  because  I  am  well  aware  of  the 
problem  and  of  the  struggle  we  shall 
have  in  explaining  to  the  officers  and 
men  of  the  96th  Division  and  to  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  our  respective  States  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  take  the  action  which  it  has 
been  intimated  will  be  taken. 

It  goes  without  saying  that  my  friend, 
the  great  Senator  from  Georgia,  knows 
how  very  readily  and  quickly  officers  of 
the  armed  services  come  from  the  Pen¬ 
tagon  to  talk  to  the  members  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  or  the  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  about  almost  any 
and  every  overt  act  such  officers  in  the 
Defense  Establishment  desire  to  take. 
But  until  this  afternoon,  when  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Goldwater] 
called  me,  I  had  no  knowledge  whatso¬ 
ever  that  the  96th  Reserve  Infantry  Di¬ 
vision  was  to  be  disemboweled  and 
ruined.  That  is  something  which  I  will 
resent  as  long  as  I  am  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee.  I  think  it  is 
unfair,  and  I  will  tell  any  of  the  brass 
at  the  Pentagon  exactly  what  I  am  tell¬ 
ing  my  colleagues. 

I  do  not  know  the  reason  for  secrecy 
in  this  matter.  The  brass  at  the  Penta¬ 
gon  is  very  long  on  asking,  but  short 
on  delivery.  I  do  no  not  know  who  is 
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responsible  for  the  situation,  but  I  ex¬ 
pect  to  find  out. 

A  moment  ago  I  heard  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  say  that 
he  felt  that  the  Reserve  should  be  in¬ 
creased  rather  than  decreased.  Here,  by 
one  overt  act,  the  Defense  Department 
is  proposing  to  destroy  one  of  the  largest 
infantry  Reserve  divisions  in  the  United 
States,  composed  of  fine  young  men  from 
Idaho,  Montana,  Arizona,  and  Utah. 

I  cannot  answer  the  question  why  such 
a  thing  is  suggested;  I  do  not  know  how 
I  am  going  to  answer  to  my  colleagues 
and  my  friends. 

I  hope  and  pray  that  my  distinguished 
friend,  the  great  head  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  upon  which  I  am 
honored  to  serve,  will  use  his  every  effort 
to  see  that  the  brass  at  the  Pentagon  are 
told  exactly  what  they  can  do  and  what 
they  cannot  do  in  this  connection.  As 
one  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  I  am  serving  notice  on  them  that 
if  they  think  they  are  going  to  hold  some¬ 
thing  in  secret  from  these  four  sover¬ 
eign  States,  and  not  even  communicate 
with  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  perhaps  on  some  other  occa¬ 
sion,  when  there  is  a  doubt,  it  may  be 
resolved  the  other  way. 

I  shall  appreciate  it  if  my  good  friend, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  will  help 
us.  We  need  help.  I  know  that  he  is 
the  type  of  man  who  will  do  exactly  as 
he  promises. 

I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Why  does  not  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Idaho  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  to  prohibit  the 
disemboweling  of  the  96th  Reserve  In¬ 
fantry  Division? 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thought  of  that 
when  word  came  to  me  while  I  was  in 
a  committee  hearing  a  few  moments  ago, 
but  I  have  so  much  confidence  in  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  that  I  do  not  believe  an  amend¬ 
ment  is  necessary.  He  has  sufficient 
command  of  the  language  to  make  the 
brass  at  the  Pentagon  stop  and  consider. 
I  do  not  believe  any  legislative  act  would 
accomplish  more  than  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  could  accomplish. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  cer¬ 
tainly  would  not  be  fair  to  whatever 
instincts  of  appreciation  I  have  if  I  did 
not  thank  the  Senator  from  Idaho  for 
the  very  great  tribute  he  has  paid  me. 
I  think  he  exaggerates  the  power  I  pos¬ 
sess,  but  I  stand  on  what  I  said.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  confer  with  Senators  from  the 
areas  affected,  to  see  that  nothing  is 
done  to  impair  the  efficiency  of  this  great 
Reserve  division,  or  that  is  inimical  to 
the  best  interests  of  its  various  compo¬ 
nents. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  preface  my  re¬ 
marks  by  saying  that  I  hesitated  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  yield,  be¬ 
cause  I  realize  that  he  has  been  on  his 
feet  for  a  long  time.  However,  it  be¬ 
came  obvious  to  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  that  there  were  Members  of  this 
body  who  did  not  understand  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  National  Guard  to  the 
Federal  service.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Sen¬ 


ator  from  Georgia  a  few  brief  questions 
to  clarify  the  situation. 

Is  it  not  true  that  when  a  man  enlists 
in  the  National  Guard  he  enlists  in  a 
State  organization? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Undoubtedly.  It  is  a 
State  military  organization.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  a  constitution  in  a  single 
one  of  the  48  States  which  does  not  es¬ 
tablish  the  Governor  of  the  State  as 
commander  of  the  National  Guard  when 
it  is  not  in  active  Federal  service. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  intended  to 
lead  up  to  that  point.  When  a  man 
enlists  in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Reserve,  or  the  Navy  Reserve,  or 
in  the  Federal  sei'vice,  he  enlists  in  a 
United  States  component;  does  he  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  has  complete  authority  to  say  who 
shall  or  shall  not  be  admitted  into  any 
of  the  active  or  Reserve  components  of 
the  Federal  services,  which,  of  course, 
comprise — or  will  when  this  bill  goes  into 
effect — approximately  5,900,000  men. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  correct  in  assuming  that 
when  an  officer  receives  his  appointment 
in  the  National  Guard,  the  appointment 
comes  from  the  governor  of  the  State? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  appointment  does 
come  from  the  Governor  of  the  State  in 
the  first  instance,  although  there  is  some 
working  arrangement  between  the  States 
and  the  Federal  Government  under 
which  an  officer  must  be  federally  recog¬ 
nized  before  he  may  draw  his  drill  pay 
from  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  That  is  true;  but 
I  believe  the  warrant  is  signed  by  the 
Governor. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  National  Guard 
is  a  State  military  organization.  It  has 
a  dual  nature.  Of  course,  the  Federal 
Government  is  interested  in  it  because  it 
is  a  part  of  the  national  defense,  and 
under  the  power  bestowed  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States  he  can, 
in  case  of  national  emergency,  federal¬ 
ize  the  Guard  by  calling  it  into  service, 
in  which  case  it  comes  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  rather  than  the  laws 
of  the  State. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  it  not  also 
true,  in  relation  to  officers,  that  when  an 
officer  receives  his  commission  in  any 
branch  of  the  Federal  service,  or  its  Re¬ 
serves,  he  receives  the  commission  over 
the  signature  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  the  orders  which  a  National  Guard 
officer  or  enlisted  man  receives,  other 
than  those  calling  him  into  Federal  serv¬ 
ice,  are  signed  by  the  Governor  or  by  his 
adjutant  general,  as  his  representative"? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  The 
adjutant  general,  who  is  appointed  by 
the  Governor  of  the  State,  usually  signs 
all  orders  affecting  the  National  Guard 
of  the  respective  States. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Am  I  correct  in 
assuming  that  when  an  officer  or  enlisted 
man  receives  orders  in  any  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  establishments,  including  the  Re¬ 
serve,  he  receives  such  orders  over  the 
signature  of  a  duly  appointed  officer  of 
the  Federal  service  or  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve? 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  that  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  Is  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  correct  in  assuming  that 
the  Governor  of  a  State  is  the  com¬ 
mander  in  chief  of  the  National  Guard 
of  that  Statfe? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  I  stated  a  moment 
ago,  so  far  as  I  know,  every  one  of  the 
48  State  constitutions  contain  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  the  governor  is  the  com¬ 
mander  in  chief  of  the  National  Guard. 
I  know  that  is  the  case  of  all  the  original 
13  States,  because  the  State  militia  really 
antedated  the  Revolution. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  If  that  be  the 
case,  the  problem  of  segregation  or  non¬ 
segregation,  or  any  other  question  per¬ 
taining  to  the  National  Guard  of  a  State, 
comes  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com¬ 
mander  in  chief  of  the  State,  and  not  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  my  concept  of 
the  law  and  the  Constitution.  However, 
I  must  say  that  my  views  on  those  mat¬ 
ters  are  somewhat  suspect  in  some  quar¬ 
ters.  But,  as  a  lawyer,  I  think  I  can 
reach  an  objective  decision.  There  is  no 
doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  control  of 
the  National  Guard  is  purely  a  State 
function,  until  it  is  federalized  in  the 
event  of  a  national  emergency. 

Mr.  GOLDWATER.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  I  feel  certain  that  the  answers  to 
these  questions  will  clear  up  for  our  col¬ 
leagues  in  the  Senate  the  question  of  who 
controls  the  State  National  Guard. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  perhaps  our 
colleagues  have  a  better  concept  of  that 
question  than  the  Senator  has  indicated, 
but  I  appreciate  his  effort  in  making  the 
situation  so  crystal  clear. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  brief  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  confess  that  I  was 
obliged  to  miss  most  of  the  debate  be¬ 
cause  of  a  very  important  committee 
hearing.  But  because  of  what  I  have 
heard,  I  am  compelled  to  ask  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  and  able  friend  from  Georgia, 
who  is  a  great  lawyer  and  a  great  Sena¬ 
tor,  if  he  agrees  that  the  disemboweling 
of  the  96th  Reserve  Infantry  Division  is 
merely  another  step  by  a  Federal  mon¬ 
strosity,  a  large  Federal  Government,  in 
taking  over  States  rights? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  96th  Division  is  a 
Reserve  Division,  but  I  certainly  do  not 
want  to  see  it  disemboweled.  I  assure 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Idaho  that 
I  will  work  with  him  as  closely  as  I  can 
to  see  that  nothing  is  done  which  will 
adversely  affect  the  Reserve  program 
which  is  now  being  carried  on  in  the  area 
affected. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  The  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  knows  that  I  have 
talked  with  him  about  an  amendment 
which  I  should  like  to  offer  for  his  con¬ 
sideration,  to  see  whether  or  not  he  is 
free  to  consider  it  or  to  accept  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  have  the  Senator  send  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  desk. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  offer  the  amendment  which  I 
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send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  appro¬ 
priate  place  in  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following: 

Within  60  days  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  act,  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  a  program  containing  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare, 
and  morals  of  the  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve,  including  regulations  concerning 
the  dispensing  of  alcoholic  beverages  on 
training  establishments,  in  conformity  with 
the  laws  of  the  several  States. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  a  question,  because  I  am  afraid 
the  colloquy  between  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Arizona 
may  have  left  a  misconception  so  far  as 
the  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
is  concerned.  I  believe  I  can  resolve  the 
difficulty  with  2  or  3  questions. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Certainly  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  an 
authority  in  this  field,  as  he  has  not  only 
achieved  high  military  rank  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  but  he  has  also  served  as 
Governor  of  the  great  Keystone  State. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  courtesy  of  both  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  and  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota.  The  National  Guard  has 
always  been  considered  the  first  line  of 
defense  of  our  country.  The  National 
Guard  in  each  State  is  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  governor  of  the  State  until 
it  is  called  into  Federal  service. 

Before  an  officer  can  be  commissioned 
and  receive  Federal  pay,  it  is  necessary 
for  him  to  pass  an  examination  for  Fed¬ 
eral  recognition.  Then,  when  that  is 
accomplished,  he  serves  in  a  dual  capac¬ 
ity,  in  that  he  is  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  his  governor  for  State  service,  and 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  in  a  national  emer¬ 
gency.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  has  stated  the  situation 
clearly,  succinctly,  and  in  a  very  few 
words.  The  commission  of  the  officer 
is  issued  in  the  first  instance  by  his 
State.  He  must  then  go  before  a  Fed¬ 
eral  recognition  board  and  qualify  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  standards  of  the  Federal 
service.  He  then  serves  in  a  dual  capac¬ 
ity  under  the  circumstances  described 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  I  thank  him  for  the  contri¬ 
bution. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
reason  I  am  bringing  this  fact  out  is  that 
I  am  afraid  there  may  be  some  erroneous 
press  comments  sent  out  over  the  Nation. 
The  members  of  the  National  Guard  are 
very  proud  of  the  fact  that  they  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  Federal  call. 

Mr.  RUSSET ill.  The  National  Guard 
is,  by  Federal  statute,  a  part  of  the  first 
line  of  defense  of  the  United  States. 
Tli at  is  written  into  the  law. 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Pennsylvania.  It  is 
my  recollection  that  much  of  the  work  of 
writing  that  provision  into  the  1916 
statute  was  done  by  General  Pershing. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case! 
on  several  occasions  during  the  hearings 
expressed  concern  over  proper  precau¬ 
tions  being  taken  to  protect  the  health 
and  morals  of  the  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve,  particularly  the  young  men  who 
enlist  in  the  Reserve.  The  Senator’s 
amendment  proposes  that  the  Security 
Training  Commission  shall  submit  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  recommendations  to 
deal  with  that  very  important  phase  of 
this  subject,  which  is  of  great  concern, 
particularly  to  the  parents  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the 
Senator’s  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  thank 
the  Senator.  I  have  also  submitted  the 
amendment  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall], 
and  I  believe  he  is  in  accord  with  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct.  I 
discussed  it  with  him. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  amendment  accepted  by 
the  Senate,  if  possible.  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  wish  to  comment  on  the  amendment? 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  do. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  for  of¬ 
fering  the  amendment,  and  also  to  com¬ 
mend  the  chairman  of  the  committee  for 
accepting  it.  It  is  a  very  fine  and  splen¬ 
did  amendment.  It  is  one  that  I  believe 
ought  to  be  added  to  the  proposed  legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  Senator’s  statement.  The 
amendment  is  in  keeping  with  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  Commission  in  its 
report  to  the  President. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I,  too,  would  like  to  be 
associated  with  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota  and  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Wyoming  in  their 
rcniSirks 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  before  I  yield  the  floor,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  of  apprecia¬ 
tion  for  the  openminded  way  in  which 
all  members  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  approached  the  problem  before 
them. 

I  had  the  very  definite  feeling  that  in 
the  action  which  the  committee  took 
with  reference  to  the  men  now  in  the 
service,  it  was  laying  the  foundation  for 
public  confidence  in  the  Reserve  train¬ 
ing  program. 

I  had  the  very  definite  feeling  that  if 
we  had  taken  advantage  of  what  one  of 
the  witnesses  from  the  Defense  Depart- 
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ment  called  the  fine  print  in  existing 
law,  we  would  have  destroyed  the  con¬ 
fidence  to  which  the  Reserve  program  is 
entitled,  if  it  is  to  be  successful. 

I  believe  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  is  to  be  com¬ 
mended  for  the  fairminded  attitude  he 
took  and  for  the  leadership  which  he  dis¬ 
played  in  connection  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  with  reference  to  the  men  w’ho  are 
now  in  the  military  service  or  those  who 
have  joined  the  service  within  the  past  2 
years. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yesterday  I  received 
considerable  correspondence  on  that  one 
item  alone  . 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  I  believe 
the  voluminous  file  which  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  holds  in  his  hand  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  fact  that  if  the  committee 
had  not  taken  the  action  it  did  take,  the 
Reserve  program  would  have  gotten  off 
to  a  bad  start. 

As  it  is,  I  believe  we  can  get  it  off  to 
a  good  start,  with  the  people  of  the 
country  feeling  confident  that  Congress 
will  deal  fairly  with  the  men  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  service,  and  that  Congress  will  es¬ 
tablish  the  whole  program  on  a  basis 
on  which  it  will  have  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sorry  that  I  must 
ask  the  Senator  so  many  questions. 
However,  I  believe  that  all  proposed  leg¬ 
islation  must  be  judged  in  terms  of  how 
it  will  work  in  individual  cases,  either 
now  or  after  a  2-year  period.  I  shall 
have  something  to  say  about  the  2 -year 
period  in  a  moment. 

I  wish  to  suggest  a  specific  case  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  ask 
his  judgment  as  to  the  effect  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  upon  such  a  case. 

I  have  from  a  very  prominent  and  re¬ 
sponsible  citizen  of  my  State  a  letter,  in 
which  he  asks  me  to  do  what  I  can  to 
be  of  assistance  in  the  case  of  Lt.  How¬ 
ard  F.  Potter.  The  facts  seem  to  be 
about  as  follows: 

Mr.  Potter  appears  to  be  the  innocent  vic¬ 
tim  of  an  unfortunate  quirk  in  the  laws 
concerning  the  recall  of  Air  Force  commis¬ 
sioned  personnel.  Although  he  has  asked 
for  such  recall  in  order  to  make  a  career  in 
the  Air  Force,  and  although  the  Air  Force 
considers  him  highly  desirable  as  an  officer, 
the  Air  Force  appears  to  be  unable  to  call 
him  to  active  service. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  some  13,000 
Air  Force  commissioned  officers  are  being 
called  up  from  ROTC  Reserves,  but  Mr. . 
Potter’s  commission,  granted  in  June  1955, 
is  from  Officers’  Candidate  School  of  the 
Air  Force.  It  is  this  fact  alone  which  is 
causing  Mr.  Potter’s  difficulty. 

Meanwhile,  he  is  faced  with  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  induction  as  a  buck  private.  His  sit¬ 
uation  is  of  concern  not  only  to  the  Air  Force 
which  wants  him  as  an  officer,  but  to  his  wife 
and  family  sis  well.  He  is  unable  to  enlist 
in  the  Air  Force  for  subsequent  promotion 
to  his  rightful  rank  because  of  his  two 
(soon  to  be  three)  dependents. 

I  am  sure  anything  you  can  do  to  unravel 
this  puzzle  will  not  only  be  of  help  to  Mr. 
Potter  but  will  be  in  the  public  interest. 
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since  it  will  insure  utilization  of  his  training 
in  the  appropriate  service  and  rank. 

I  believe  the  chairman  will  be  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  reply  I  received  from  the 
Air  Force,  over  the  signature  of  Maj. 
Gen.  Joe  W.  Kelly: 

I  refer  to  your  recent  inquiry  concerning 
the  case  of  2d  Lt.  Howard  P.  Potter.  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Potter  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of  the 
Air  Force  on  March  26,  1954.  Under  a  spe¬ 
cial  program,  he  volunteered  and  was  entered 
into  the  Air  Force  Officer  Candidate  School  on 
December  23,  1954.  This  special  program 
provides  that  up  to  5  percent  of  any  Offi¬ 
cer  Candidate  School  class  may  be  filled  by 
members  of  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  not  on 
extended  active  duty.  The  purpose  is  to 
augment  the  Reserve  with  additional 
junior  officers. 

Lieutenant  Potter  graduated  from  Officer 
Candidate  School  on  June  16,  1955,  and  was 
released  from  active  duty  for  training  and 
reverted  to  the  Air  Force  Reserve. 

The  Air  Force  is  unable  to  order  Lieuten¬ 
ant  Potter  to  duty  as  an  officer  at  this  time. 
Programed  resources  such  as  the  service 
academies  and  the  flying  training  and  Air 
Force  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  pro¬ 
grams  are  of  such  numbers  as  to  preclude 
entry  on  extended  active  duty  of  other  non¬ 
professional  type  officers.  The  only  time  the 
Air  Force  deviates  from  this  practice  is  when 
a  requirement  arises  for  an  exceptionally 
qualified  officer  needed  for  a  critical  duty, 
and  only  then  when  an  existing  resource  is 
not  available  within  the  active  establish¬ 
ment. 

Mark  this: 

Although  Lieutenant  Potter  may  not  be 
ordered  to  duty  as  an  officer,  the  Air  Force 
desires  to  retain  him  as  an  officer  in  the 
Air  Force  Reserve.  He  was  recently  furnished 
an  authorization  to  enlist  in  the  Regular  Air 
Force  for  a  2-year  period.  By  doing  so,  he 
will  become  eligible  for  active  duty  in  com¬ 
missioned  grade  at  such  time  as  Air  Force 
officer  ceilings  will  permit.  If  inducted  into 
the  Army,  he  will  be  discharged  from  his 
appointment. 

Your  interest  in  this  matter  is  appre¬ 
ciated. 

I  have  two  questions  to  ask  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  First,  will  the  passage  of  this  bill 
solve,  as  of  now.  Lieutenant  Potter’s 
problems,  or  must  he  wait  and  be  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Army,  even  though  he 
has  graduated  from  the  Officer  Candi¬ 
date  School  and  wishes  to  engage  in  ac¬ 
tive  duty  in  the  Air  Force? 

Second,  would  he,  2  years  from  now, 
with  this  bill  on  the  statute  books,  re¬ 
ceive  different  treatment  than  that 
which  he  may  receive  now,  so  far  as 
being  called  under  the  draft  law  is  con¬ 
cerned? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  T  will  say  to  my 
friend  from  Oregon  that  I  have  had  a 
number  of  cases  to  the  same  effect  in  my 
own  State.  Young  men  have  been  com¬ 
missioned  in  the  Air  Force  as  second 
lieutenants,  the  Air  Force  did  not  accept 
them  for  active  duty,  and  they  were 
compelled  to  enlist  in  the  Air  Force  to 
avoid  being  selected  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act  for  training.  I  am  afraid 
this  bill  would  not  help  Lieutenant  Pot¬ 
ter,  but  it  might  prevent  any  Lieutenant 
Potter  in  the  future  being  treated  in 
that  way. 

I  read  from  page  26  of  the  bill,  begin¬ 
ning  in  line  8: 

If,  at  the  time  of  such  appointment,  the 
armed  force  in  which  such  person  is  com¬ 
missioned  does  not  require  his  service  on 


active  duty  in  fulfillment  of  the  obligation 
undertaken  by  him  in  compliance  with  clause 
(B)  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph, 
such  person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  training  with  such  armed  force  in  the 
grade  in  which  he  was  commissioned  for  a 
period  of  6  months.  Upon  completion  of 
such  period  of  active  duty  for  training,  such 
person  shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty 
and  shall  be  assigned  to  an  appropriate  Re¬ 
serve  unit  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the 
receipt  of  a  commision  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  that  this  ques¬ 
tion  has  caused  me  some  concern. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  would  be  wrong 
with  an  amendment  providing  that  the 
act  shall  be  immediately  applicable  to 
all  pending  cases?  It  seems  to  me  we 
are  doing  great  injustice  to  those  per¬ 
sons  in  Lieutenant  Potter’s  class  who 
have  graduated  from  the  Officer  Candi¬ 
date  School.  They  have  dependents. 
This  man  really  wishes  to  serve  on  active 
duty,  but  what  we  are  going  to  do  is  take 
him  out  of  the  Air  Force  entirely,  and  he 
will  be  subject  to  induction  into  the 
Army  as  a  draftee.  That  strikes  me  as 
a  great  injustice  to  this  group  of  men. 

Would  the  Senator  be  willing  to  take 
to  conference  an  amendment  which 
would  make  such  a  provision  applicable 
to  pending  cases  as  of  the  date  of  the 
passage  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Such  an  amendment 
could  be  made  applicable  as  of  the  date 
of  the  passage  of  the  bill.  But  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  this  lieutenant  has  graduated 
from  ROTC - 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  has  graduated  from 
the  Officers’  Candidate  School  of  the 
Air  Force. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Did  he  finish  his 
course  successfully,  and  was  he  com¬ 
missioned? 

Mr,  MORSE.  Yes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  When  was  he  gradu¬ 
ated? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  read  again  from  the 
letter : 

Lieutenant  Potter  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of 
the  Air  Force  on  March  26,  1954.  Under  a 
special  program,  he  volunteered  and  was  en¬ 
tered  into  the  Air  Force  Officer  Candidate 
School  on  December  23,  1954.  This  special 
program  provides  that  up  to  5  percent  of  any 
Officer  Candidate  School  class - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  familiar  with 
that  letter.  If  the  Senator  will  prepare 
ah  amendment  and  will  let  me  see  it,  I 
shall  not  commit  myself  to  accept  it,  but 
if  he  will  prepare  one  I  shall  be  glad  to 
take  it  under  advisement. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  for 
one  more  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  We  worked  to¬ 
gether  long  hours  on  this  bill.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  agree  with  the  objective  of  the  bill 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
supported  so  ably  this  afternoon.  I  be¬ 
lieve  there  are  a  few  technicalities  which 
must  be  straightened  out  when  the  bill 
goes  to  conference  because  there  are  dif¬ 
ferences  with  the  House  bill  which  will 
have  to  be  worked  out  to  mutual  advan¬ 
tage. 

I  should  like  to  commend  the  chairman 
for  what  he  has  done.  The  objective  is 
a  very  sound  one  and  he  has  described  it 
and  has  explained  it. 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  it  has 
been  a  pleasure  to  work  with  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  the  ranking  Repub¬ 
lican  member  of  the  committee.  He  was 
my  predecessor  as  chairman,  and  is 
fully  informed  on  all  legislation  of  this 
character.  We  have  approached  all 
these  problems  without  the  slightest  re¬ 
gard  for  partisan  considerations. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  join  in  the  comments  of 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  I 
think  the  committee  has  done  a  very 
fine  job  in  handling  a  most  difficult 
problem. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE  of  South  Dakota.  Mr. 
President,  I  should  not  like  to  see  the 
Record  closed  without  saying  a  word 
about  the  services  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  as  I  have 
observed  them.  He  had  a  responsibility 
to  present  certain  points  of  view  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  subject  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  As  I  listened  to  the  delibera¬ 
tions  of  the  committee,  I  thought  I  had 
never  seen  a  person  discharge  his  re¬ 
sponsibilities  on  a  committee  any  better 
than  did  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts.  While  the  committee  as  a  whole 
did  not  always  sustain  his  viewpoint,  he 
made  several  contributions  to  the  shap¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  which  I  think  contributed 
to  a  reasonably  good  result.  It  is  a  dif¬ 
ficult  question,  one  with  which  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  wrestled  many  times.  It  does 
not  entirely  satisfy  me.  Probably  it 
does  not  satisfy  some  other  members  of 
the  committee  in  every  respect,  but  it 
represents,  I  believe,  the  most  practical 
approach  which  has  been  made  to  the 
problem,  and  if,  with  patience  and  un¬ 
derstanding,  it  works  out  the  way  I  think 
it  may,  10  years  from  now  the  people 
will  look  back  and  say  the  bill  constituted 
a  landmark  in  the  development  of  a 
trained  citizen  army. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mi*.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  came  to 
the  floor  at  noon  with  some  mixed 
thoughts  and  ideas  concerning  the  bill 
which  we  have  been  considering  this 
afternoon.  But  with  the  able  explana¬ 
tion  by  the  chairman,  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Georgia,  many  of 
the  questions  which  were  in  my  mind 
have  been  completely  answered. 

Not  only  do  I  wish  to  thank  him,  but 
I  also  wish  to  compliment  the  minority 
members  of  the  committee,  especially 
the  senior  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  SaltonstallL  The  committee  had 
before  it  a  difficult  problem,  and  has  re¬ 
solved  it  well. 

Many  persons  were  greatly  disturbed 
because  they  believed  that  the  universal 
military  training  program  might  have 
been  included  in  the  bill.  I  believe  the 
committee  has  reached  a  solution  which 
has  avoided  the  phase  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  service,  and  in  doing  so,  they  have 
developed  what  promises  to  be  a  Reserve 
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which  will  provide  military  strength  and 
security  for  the  Nation  in  the  atomic 
era  in  which  we  live. 

I  sincerely  compliment  all  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  who  deliberated  upon  and  studied 
the  question  so  long,  and  then  came  forth 
with  a  clear-cut  plan  for  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  and  a  Reserve  training  program. 
The  Nation  will  be  assured  of  security 
under  trained  military  strength  by  hav¬ 
ing  a  reserve  of  manpower  which  can  be 
drawn  upon  if  it  is  necessary  to  mobilize 
for  a  great  emergency. 

I  commend  the  committee  for  report¬ 
ing  an  acceptable  bill,  thus  solving  a 
problem  which  seemed  to  be  almost  im¬ 
possible  of  solution  2  months  ago. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Speaking  for  myself 
and  on  behalf  of  all  the  other  members 
of  the  committee,  for  whom  I  am  hon¬ 
ored  to  act  as  chairman,  I  thank  the 
senior  Senator  from  Minnesota  for  his 
complimentary  statement. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
an  amendment,  which  I  ask  to  have  read. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  27, 
at  the  end  of  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following  new  section: 

Sec.  4.  Section  4  (d)  of  the  Universal  Mili¬ 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act,  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  therof  the  following  new 
paragraph : 

“(4)  No  person  who,  after  the  enactment 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  is  inducted 
into,  or  initially  enlisted  or  appointed  in, 
the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  Reserve 
components  thereof,  shall  at  any  time  be 
assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation  located 
in  a  foreign  country  with  which  (at  such 
time)  the  United  States  has  in  effect  a  treaty 
or  international  agreement  containing  pro¬ 
visions  permitting  such  country  to  exercise 
criminal  jurisdiction  over  American  Armed 
Forces  personnel  stationed  within  its 
boundaries.” 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
amendment  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  amendment  I  have 
offered  is  better  known  as  the  Bow 
amendment,  which  was  offered  in  the 
House. 

The  Halls  of  Congress  have  rung  this 
year  with  passionate  denunciations  of 
what  we  call  the  status  of  forces  treaties. 
While  other  legislation  was  passing 
through  Congress  on  an  assembly  line 
basis,  this  one  debate  on  the  status  of 
forces  treaties  was  able  to  hold  up  the 
works. 

What  is  the  status  of  forces  issue? 
What  is  wrong,  and  why?  The  issue  is 
very  simple. 

The  United  States  has  vast  numbers 
of  American  youth  serving  in  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Armed  Forces,  but  on  foreign  soil — 
in  Germany,  France,  Britain,  Africa,  Ja¬ 
pan,  Korea,  and  other  countries. 

Whenever  there  are  such  vast  numbers 
of  active  young  men  there  will  be  some 
crime.  A  few  men  have  criminal  tenden¬ 
cies  which  would  have  shown  up  at 
home.  A  few  are  frightened  or  confused 
by  their  strange  new  surroundings,  and 
do  things  they  would  never  do  at  home. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States 
agreed,  about  2  years  ago,  to  permit  our 
young  fighting  men  to  be  tried  by  the 


laws  of  the  country  to  which  they  were 
sent,  in  return  for  which  we  may  try 
soldiers  from  allied  countries  who  com¬ 
mit  civil  crimes  on  our  soil.  These  are 
the  status  of  forces  treaties. 

If  the  agreement  is  reciprocal,  why  is 
it  not  fair?  If  the  French  are  willing 
to  have  their  youth  tried  in  our  courts, 
why  are  we  not  open-minded  enough  to 
allow  Americans  to  be  tried  in  their 
courts? 

The  reason  goes  back  800  years.  For 
800  years  the  English-speaking  people 
have  established  their  courts  and  police 
and  criminal  procedures  on  the  basis  of 
protection  of  the  individual,  not  of  the 
state. 

These  protections  for  the  individual 
include  trial  by  jury,  prohibition  of  ex¬ 
cessive  bail,  prohibition  against  cruel  and 
unusual  punishments,  and  habeas  cor¬ 
pus. 

Under  that  magnificent  principle, 
private  citizens  or  their  counsel  can  go 
into  court  and  demand  that  the  govern¬ 
ment  produce  an  accused  person,  and  set 
him  free,  if  it  does  not  have  evidence 
enough  to  bring  him  to  open  trial. 

In  nearly  every  part  of  the  world  ex¬ 
cept  the  English-speaking  countries, 
justice  is  designed  to  protect  the  state. 

The  state  tries  to  maintain  justice  as 
between  two  private  offenders,  but  no 
one  has  the  right  to  demand  justice  for 
an  individual  against  the  state  itself. 

The  rights  of  Americans  to  a  speedy, 
fair,  and  open  trial,  rest  on  the  liberties 
of  medieval  Englishmen,  which  made  all 
government  subordinate  to  law. 

The  systems  of  continental  Europe 
rest  on  Roman  law,  which  was  reintro¬ 
duced  in  the  renaissance  by  ambitious 
kings. 

In  Roman  theory,  the  state  is  ex¬ 
empted  from  the  rule  of  law. 

English-speaking  people  have  always 
held  the  right  to  challenge  the  govern¬ 
ment,  in  the  name  of  justice  for  indivi¬ 
duals,  as  among  the  most  precious  of 
their  rights.  The  English  put  it  into  the 
Magna  Carta.  They  reasserted  it  again 
and  again  against  their  kings.  They 
fought  a  bloody  civil  war  against  the 
Stuarts  to  preserve  that  right. 

The  American  people  set  such  store  by 
these  protections  that,  before  they 
adopted  the  Constitution,  they  insisted 
the  rights  of  individuals  be  spelled  out 
in  the  first  10  commandments,  which  we 
truly  call  the  bill  of  rights. 

This  precious  body  of  rights,  won  in 
blood  and  tears  in  a  thousand  years  of 
struggle,  our  Government  gave  away,  in 
the  status  of  forces  treaties. 

We  said  by  those  treaties,  that  Ameri¬ 
cans  who  were  drafted  into  our  Armed 
Forces  would  no  longer  enjoy  these 
ancient  rights. 

Imagine,  if  you  can,  Mr.  President,  how 
we  could  have  taken  from  our  servicemen 
the  rights  for  which  our  people  fought 
at  Lexington  and  Valley  Forge. 

Our  young  men,  serving  our  country 
abroad,  can  now  be  put  in  foreign  jails, 
without  the  rights  of  habeas  corpus, 
speedy  jury  trial,  or  protection  against 
excessively  cruel  punishment. 

I  have  been  told  that  an  official  report 
exists,  but  has  not  been  made  public, 
which  shows  that  7,416  American  serv- 
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icemen  in  overseas  forces  had  been 
brought  before  foreign  courts  in  11 
months  of  1954. 

There  were  4,424  from  the  Army,  1,001 
from  the  Navy,  and  1,991  from  the  Air 
Force. 

Cases  against  255  were  dropped. 

Fines  were  imposed  in  1,164  cases; 
short  term  sentences  against  a  few  oth¬ 
ers;  and  166  were  called  serious  cases; 
that  is,  the  time  of  imprisonment  was 
substantial. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Indiana  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Would  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  like  to  know  the  exact  number  of 
Armed  Forces  personnel  serving  prison 
sentences,  and  the  length  of  their  terms? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  would  like  to  know. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  been  sitting  as  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee  which  is 
investigating  the  operations  of  the 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  prepared  to  file  its  report. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  interruption  appear  at  the  end 
of  my  prepared  remarks. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  Senator  is  substan¬ 
tially  correct  in  the  figures  he  gave. 

During  the  11  months  preceding  No¬ 
vember  30,  1954,  there  were  7,416  Ameri¬ 
cans  charged  with  criminal  offenses  in 
the  courts  of  the  foreign  countries  where 
the  Status  of  Forces  treaties  or  executive 
agreements  of  like  nature  exist.  But  of 
the  7,416,  the  foreign  courts  waived  their 
jurisdiction  to  American  courts  in  5,424 
cases.  Two  hundred  and  fifty-five 
charges  were  dropped  and  1,475  were 
tried  in  foreign  courts.  There  were  122 
acquittals;  1,163  were  punished  by  fines. 

Our  investigation  showed  that  on 
February  10,  1955,  there  were  only  58 
American  soldiers  who  had  been  tried  in 
foreign  courts  serving  sentences  in  for¬ 
eign  prisons.  Of  that  number,  9  were 
serving  sentences  in  excess  of  5  years. 
Of  those  9,  4  of  them  were  serving  sen¬ 
tences  for  murder,  3  of  them  were  serv¬ 
ing  sentences  for  rape,  and  2  of  them 
were  serving  sentences  for  robbery. 

In  the  next  highest  category,  there 
were  16  serving  sentences  of  from  4 
to  5  years;  13  were  for  robbery,  and 
3  for  rape. 

In  the  next  highest  category,  9  were 
serving  sentences  of  from  3  to  4  years; 
8  were  for  robbery,  and  1  for  rape. 

In  the  next  highest  category,  there 
were  12  serving  sentences  of  from  2  to 
3  years;  5  were  for  rape  and  related  of¬ 
fenses,  and  7  for  robbery. 

In  the  next  highest  category,  6  were 
serving  sentences  of  from  1  to  2  years; 
2  were  for  larceny,  2  for  rape  and  re¬ 
lated  offenses,  1  for  negligent  homicide, 
and  1  for  felonious  assault. 

In  the  next  highest  category,  1  per¬ 
son  was  serving  a  sentence  of  1  year 
or  less,  and  that  was  for  injury  by 
negligence. 

In  the  lowest  category  there  were  5 
serving  sentences  of  6  months  or  less;  4 
were  for  aggravated  assault  and  related 
offenses,  and  1  for  a  lewd  and  lascivious 
act. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Are  those  figures  for 
1955? 
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Mr.  ERVIN.  The  figures  I  first  gave 
were  for  the  11  months  next  preceding 
midnight  on  the  30th  of  November  1954. 
The  ones  I  have  just  enumerated,  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  terms  of  sentence  and  the 
kinds  of  crimes,  related  to  those  serving 
sentences  on  the  10th  of  February  of 
this  year. 

Mr.  JENNER.  The  figures  I  had — and 
of  course  they  did  not  come  from  an 
official  source,  and  I  do  not  know  wheth¬ 
er  they  are  official  or  not — are  for  the 
11  months  of  1954. 

Mir.  ERVIN.  The  Senator’s  figures 
were  substantially  correct.  I  will  say 
this  to  the  Senator:  If  I  could  have 
gotten  my  clients  off  in  North  Carolina 
courts  with  as  light  sentences  for  crimes 
committed  in  North  Carolina;  as  the  sen¬ 
tences  I  have  listed  given  by  foreign 
courts,  my  clients  would  have  been 
happy.  Their  sentences  would  have 
been  about  half  of  what  they  normally 
got,  and  my  fees  would  have  been  higher. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  As  a  member  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  I  should  like  to  say 
that  the  committee  investigated  the  mat¬ 
ter  a  couple  of  years  ago.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  is  absolutely  right  in  of¬ 
fering  his  amendment,  because  we  found 
that  our  soldiers  in  foreign  countries  who 
were  accused  of  crime  were  kept  in  jail 
month  after  month  after  month,  and 
were  denied  bail.  I  certainly  hope  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
wish  to  make  my  statement  too  lengthy. 
A  deplorable  situation  exists.  It  must  be 
corrected.  Now  is  the  time  to  correct  it, 
when  the  Senate  is  considering  legisla¬ 
tion  which  will  affect  the  future  lives  of 
American  boys. 

How  many  Americans  are  languishing 
in  foreign  jails  today?  I  do  not  know, 
and  I  do  not  think  anyone  knows.  I 
have  been  unable  to  get  the  figures. 

How  many  Americans  are  today  lan¬ 
guishing  in  foreign  jails,  without  the 
protection  of  their  Constitution?  Some 
are  being  punished  for  real  crimes,  some 
for  youthful  pranks;  but  all  are  being 
punished  without  having  the  safeguards 
to  which  we  believe  every  American  is 
and  must  be  entitled. 

The  question  is  this :  Does  our  Govern¬ 
ment  have  a  moral  or  legal  right  to  draft 
American  youth,  and  then  take  take 
away  their  centuries-old  right  to  their 
day  in  court? 

Mr.  President,  I  care  not  whether  the 
sentences  in  North  Carolina  are  lighter 
than  the  ones  being  meted  out  in  foreign 
countries.  I  say  that  our  servicemen 
are  being  sentenced  without  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States;  and  no  government  official  has 
a  right  to  ignore  that  moral  and  legal 
obligation. 

I  am  sorry  to  admit  it,  but  today  our 
Government  has  a  legal  right  to  strip 
our  young  men  of  their  constitutional 
liberties.  Under  the  new  fashion  in  in¬ 
terpreting  the  Constitution,  the  Supreme 
Court  now  holds  that  any  treaty  is  above 


the  Constitution,  whereas  we  used  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  no  officer  serving  under  the 
Constitution  could  honestly  make  a 
treaty  which  violated  the  Constitution. 

So  today,  if  Congress  approves  a  treaty, 
or  if  the  President  makes  an  executive 
agreement — and  I  am  told  that  thou¬ 
sands  of  such  agreements  are  in  exist¬ 
ence — stripping  our  citizens  of  their  con¬ 
stitutional  rights,  that  treaty  or  agree¬ 
ment  is  above  the  Constitution  and  the 
bill  of  rights.  That  is  the  legal  situa¬ 
tion  at  the  present  time.  It  is  the  situa¬ 
tion  against  which  Senator  Bricker  has 
been  so  valiantly  fighting. 

But  I  also  ask  whether  Congress  has 
the  moral  right  to  draft  our  youth  for 
military  service,  and  then  strip  them  of 
their  constitutional  rights?  I  say  the 
answer  is  “No.”  Congress  can  never 
have  a  moral  right  to  destroy  any  part 
of  the  Constitution. 

Representative  Bow,  of  Ohio,  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  Military  Reserve  bill  an 
amendment  providing  for  revision  of 
these  shocking  treaties.  His  amendment 
was  upheld  by  a  vote  of  174  to  56.  But 
the  bill  itself  was  redrafted,  and  he  in¬ 
troduced  a  separate  resolution  calling  on 
the  executive  branch  to  renegotiate  the 
status-of-forces  treaties. 

I  am  fully  aware  that  it  is  not  the 
best  legislative  draftsmanship  to  attach 
to  the  military  reserves  bill  an  amend¬ 
ment  setting  a  policy  on  the  status-of- 
forces  treaties.  But  I  am  far  more  deep¬ 
ly  convinced  that  we  cannot  and  must 
not  take  a  mortgage  on  8  years  in  the 
lives  of  our  young  men,  and  then  tell 
them  that  the  mantle  of  the  Constitution 
is  not  broad  enough  to  go  wherever  the 
American  flag  may  go. 

Mr.  President,  no  issue  before  the 
American  people  is  more  important 
than  this  one.  We  must  reverse  this 
fateful  step,  by  which  young  men  are 
compelled  to  forfeit  their  rights  as  free 
Americans  so  long  as  they  are  in  the 
service  of  their  country. 

Mr.  President,  some  persons  talk  about 
making  second-class  citizens;  but  that  is 
what  will  happen  to  our  own  soldier  boys, 
if  the  Senate  does  not  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment.  We  must  provide  this  safeguard. 
Before  we  impose  on  young  Americans 
any  new  obligations  to  serve  their  coun¬ 
try.  they  must  have  the  protection  of  the 
Constitution. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  before  me  an 
article  appearing  on  page  25  of  Time 
magazine  for  February  14,  1955.  The 
article  is  entitled  “Justice  on  Trial,”  and 
refers  to  the  situation  in  France.  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  the  article 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Justice  on  Trial 

In  tlie  week  wlien  the  French  Assembly 
proved  again  its  willful  capacity  for  chaos, 
French  justice  also  came  in  for  well-deserved 
attack.  “What  is  wrong  with  our  justice?” 
demanded  France  Dimanche.  “Hencefor¬ 
ward,”  added  Paris’  Paris-Presse,  “it  is  hard 
to  see  how  we  can  have  the  nerve  to  give 
lessons  to  totalitarian  police.” 

French  justice,  based  on  the  Napoleonic 
Code,  has  long  been  viewed  with  cynicism  by 


its  friends  and  alarm  by  disciples  of  Anglo- 
Saxon  procedures.  “The  Code  exists  to  pro¬ 
tect  society  from  the  criminal,  not  to  protect 
the  criminal  from  judicial  error,”  explains 
one  French  expert.  “We  run  our  courts  to 
convict  the  guilty,  not  to  acquit  the  inno¬ 
cent.”  Last  week  the  case  of  a  Nantes  steve¬ 
dore,  only  the  most  recent  of  a  series  of  set¬ 
backs  of  justice,  touched  off  a  storm  of  in¬ 
dignation. 

GETTING  CONFESSIONS 

Seven  years  ago,  someone  accused  Steve¬ 
dore  Jean  Deshays  of  killing  an  old  man, 
beating  his  wife,  and  robbing  them  of  $50. 
Police  briskly  beat  a  confession  out  of  De- 
shays,  and  he  was  sentenced  to  10  year’s 
hard  labor.  Last  year  police  discovered  that 
three  other  men  had  committed  the  crime. 
At  his  retrial  last  week,  Deshays  explained 
why  he  had  confessed:  “I  was  afraid.  There 
were  a  lot  of  people  and  police  there.” 

Newspapers  angrily  recalled  other  cases  of 
police  brutality.  One  woman,  acquitted  last 
month  of  poisoning  her  lover’s  wife,  had  been 
held  illegally  by  police  for  3  days  while  they 
kicked  her,  pulled  her  hair,  and  insulted  her 
in  an  effort  to  get  a  confession.  In  1948  a 
sanitarium  worker  was  kept  standing  for  28 
hours  without  food  to  force  her  to  confess 
killing  a  man  who  later  was  proved  to  have 
died  of  cerebral  hehorrhage. 

PREPARING  THE  DOSSIER 

But  more  serious  critics  assailed  the  French 
judicial  system  itself.  Under  French  law, 
there  is  no  grand  jury;  instead,  there  is  the 
juge  d’instruction,  whom  Balzac  called  the 
most  powerful  man  in  the  Republic.  He  per¬ 
forms  the  role  of  investigating  magistrate. 
His  great  power  is  that,  on  his  decision,  and 
his  alone,  he  can  put  any  suspect  in  jail 
under  “preventive  detention”  while  he  in¬ 
vestigates  the  case  and  prepares  a  dossier  for 
the  trial.  Such  “preventive  detentions”  can 
last  for  years. 

Of  10  defendants  now  awaiting  trial  at  the 
Paris  Assizes  this  week,  1  has  been  in  jail  for 
32  months:  the  average  is  18  months.  Even  if 
the  defendant  is  eventually  acquitted,  he  has 
no  redress,  receives  no  compensation  for  his 
long  imprisonment.  Bail  is  almost  unheard 
of;  Frenchmen  consider  it  an  undemocratic 
favoring  of  the  rich  over  the  poor. 

The  juge  d’instruction  is  usually  young, 
inexperienced,  so  ill-paid  that  he  often  has 
no  telephone  or  typewriter.  Originally, 
magistrates  were  recruited  from  men  of  sub¬ 
stance  anxious  to  perform  civic  duty.  To¬ 
day,  the  underpaid  magistrate  has  become 
the  refuge  of  law  graduates  who  fear  failure 
as  lawyers,  and  the  juge  d’instruction  is  the 
lowest  rung  on  the  judicial  ladder.  In  the 
case  of  Marie  Besnard,  accused  poisoner  of 
13  relatives  and  friends,  the  juge  d’instruc- 
tion  was  a  26-year-old,  newly  promoted  from 
clerk,  who  never  visited  the  scene  of  the 
crime,  sent  out  to  the  local  grocery  for  can¬ 
ning  jars  to  hold  the  viscera  of  the  13  alleged 
victims,  and  the  jars  ended  so  badly  mixed 
up  no  one  was  sure  which  was  which.  But 
he  kept  Marie  Besnard  in  jail  for  5  years  in 
“preventive  detention.”  The  28-year-old 
juge  d’instruction  investigating  young  Bra¬ 
zilian  playboy  Jonsine  da  Silva  Ramos’  wife’s 
death  announced  to  the  press:  “I  believe 
him  guilty.  It’s  up  to  him  to  prove  his 
innocence.” 

JUDGE  AND  PROSECUTOR 

After  the  juge  d’instruction  comes  a  trial 
before  three  magistrates.  In  theory,  the 
chief  judge  is  impartial,  explaining  the  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  jury.  In  practice,  he  does  not 
arbitrate,  he  prosecutes.  French  judges  are 
generally  considered  honest  and  conscien¬ 
tious;  the  role  is  forced  on  them  by  the  sys¬ 
tem.  The  chief  judge  must  operate  from  the 
dossier  prepared  by  the  juge  d’instruction, 
and  the  dossier  is  obviously  the  state’s  case 
against  the  accused.  In  effect,  the  chief 
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judge  challenges  the  defense  counsel  to  dis¬ 
prove  the  dossier;  he  himself  questions  the 
defendant  and  the  witnesses.  The  prose¬ 
cutor  merely  keeps  notes  until  it  is  time  to 
sum  up. 

Then  the  seven-man  jury  files  out — and 
the  three  magistrates  go  along  too,  to  join 
in  the  deliberations  and  to  vote  with  the 
jury.  In  case  of  a  tie  vote,  the  verdict  is  the 
decision  of  the  chief  judge.  Because  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  convictions  is  the  road  to  advance¬ 
ment,  magistrates  are  almost  automatically 
for  conviction.  Thus,  the  defendant  is 
faced  with  the  uphill  battle  of  trying  to  con¬ 
vince  6  out  of  7  jurors  against  the  prestige, 
persuasiveness  and  presence  of  the  three 
magistrates  in  the  jury  room. 

TROUBLE  GOES  DEEP 

Some  French  critics  argue  that  all  that  is 
needed  is  higher  pay  to  attract  better  men 
as  magistrates.  France’s  4,000  magistrates 
average  barely  $200  a  month.  (A  few  years 
ago,  one  was  fished  out  of  the  Seine,  and  col¬ 
leagues  discovered  his  wife  and  four  children 
living  in  an  abandoned  factory,  sleeping  on 
old  rags.)  Others  think  the  trouble  is  deeper 
seated,  and  will  not  be  settled  until  judges 
are  confined  to  judging,  and  kept  out  of 
jury  rooms.  Wrote  prize  winning  novelist 
Francois  Mauriac  last  week:  “There  is  no 
criminal  case  today  in  which  the  principal 
defendant  is  not  French  justice.” 


Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  an  article  entitled  “The  Mili¬ 
tary  Reserve  Bill,”  which  was  published 
in  the  New  York  Times  for  June  9,  1955. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Military  Reserve  Bill — An  Analysis  of 
Present  Objections  to  Defense  Measure 
Before  House 


(By  Hanson  W.  Baldwin) 

The  compulsory  military  Reserve  bill  was 
the  subject  of  intensive  artificial  respiration 
by  the  administration  this  week. 

But  the  breath  of  legislative  life  appeared 
to  have  vanished,  at  least  for  this  session, 
from  a  law  that  had  been  intended  to  be  one 
of  the  cornerstones  of  the  administration’s 
new  military  policies. 

The  immediate  causes  of  death  were 
amendments  barring  segregation  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  but  the  bill  was  sick — almost 
to  the  point  of  death — even  before  these 
amendments  caused  it  to  be  withdrawn  from 
House  consideration. 

The  Reserve  bill  in  the  form  in  which  it 
was  presented  to  the  House  is  a  compro¬ 
mise,  a  hybrid,  about  which  nobody,  not 
even  the  Pentagon,  was  really  happy.  If  it 
should  prove  to  be  dead  for  this  session,  the 
outcome  need  not  be  the  disaster  so  freely 
predicted;  the  interval  between  now  and  next 
January  can  be  used  to  draw  up  legislation 
more  in  keeping  with  the  military  realities 
of  the  atomic  age. 


There  are  many  objections  to  the  curren 
legislation.  One  of  them  is  the  inheren 
hostility  of  many  Americans  to  any  form  c 
universal  military  training.  Representativ 
Dewey  Short,  of  Missouri,  senior  Republi 
can  on  the  House  Armed  Services  Commit 
tee,  and  a  conscientious  and  enlightene 
legislator,  voiced  this  objection  in  a  speec 
opposing  the  current  bill  - 


“This  may  not  be  UMT  (universal  milit 
training),”  he  said,  “but  it  is  an  attempt 
get  a  foot  in  the  door.” 


EQUITY  OF  SERVICE  DOUBTED 

Another  objection  to  the  current  legisla¬ 
tion  is  that  it  would  not  accomplish  one  of 
the  purposes  it  was  intended  to  accomplish: 
to  provide  equity  of  service  for  all. 

The  bill  would  permit,  as  amended,  the 
voluntary  enlistment  of  youths  for  6  months 


training,  followed  by  7 ’/a  years  in  the  Reserve. 
No  fewer  than  100,000  annually,  nor  more 
than  250,000  would  be  so  enlisted. 

At  the  same  time,  regular  draft  calls  for 
2  years’  active  service  would  continue,  and 
voluntary  enlistments  in  the  regulars  for 
various  periods  would  be  accepted — both  to 
be  followed  by  commitments  to  Reserve  duty. 

The  manpower  pool  of  the  Nation  is  in¬ 
creasing  steadily  with  increasing  population. 
The  induction  age  for  draftees  is  steadily 
being  pushed  back  into  older  age  brackets  as 
draft  calls  are  reduced.  The  budget  and 
active  duty  manpower  for  the  regular  serv¬ 
ices  are  being  reduced. 

There  are  elements  of  incompatibility  in 
these  facts  that  the  Pentagon  will  not  admit 
but  that  make  it  certain  that  the  new  bill 
cannot  provide  equity  of  service.  Indeed, 
the  chances  are  that  some  able-bodied  men 
may  not  have  to  serve  at  all. 

The  cost  of  the  new  program  is  another 
factor  that  has  aroused  misgivings. 

By  the  fiscal  year  1959  the  proposed  pro¬ 
gram  would  cost  a  minimum  of  more  than 
$2  billion  annually — more  than  double  the 
cost  of  the  present  Reserve  program.  This 
increased  Reserve  cost  would  provide  still 
another  squeeze  on  the  regular  forces,  if  the 
balanced  budget  concept  was  retained.  If 
the  current  Reserve  plan  should  be  adopted 
our  commitment  to  greatly  increased  Reserve 
costs  would  probably  mean  further  cuts  in 
the  regular  services. 

The  greatest  and  most  important  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  Reserve  plan  is  the  emphasis  it 
places  on  the  militia  concept  in  an  age  when 
military  professionalism  of  the  highest  order 
is  the  primary  requirement. 

WEEKEND  WARRIORS 

The  program  would  provide  eventually  a 
Ready  Reserve  of  2,900,000  men,  with  a 
Standby  Reserve  of  perhaps  2  million  more. 
Undeniably  this  Reserve  would  be  in  a  better 
state  of  organization  and  training  than  our 
Reserve  today.  But  it  would  necessarily  be 
a  half-trained  Reserve,  an  organization  of 
weekend  warriors.  The  bulk  of  it  would 
still  need  an  additional  3  months  or  so  of 
active  training  after  war  started  before  com¬ 
mitment  to  battle. 

And  it  would  be  organized  and  trained 
for  what?  World  War  II  battlefields?  Re¬ 
pulse  of  ground  invasion?  A  force  as  large 
as  this  could  not  be  transported  overseas 
for  many  months  after  mobilization,  if  then. 

Its  primary  use,  therefore,  at  least  in  the 
initial  stages  of  any  war,  would  be  to  stiffen 
and  strengthen  our  civil-defense  organiza¬ 
tion. 

Yet  there  is  to  be  no  real  training  provided 
for  this  purpose,  and  the  tactical  organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  new  Reserve,  strictly  tailored  to 
the  battlefield,  would  not  seem  to  fit  civil- 
defense  needs. 

We  should  take  a  leaf  from  Britain’s  book 
and  specially  train  and  specially  organize 
Reserve  components  for  civil-defense  duties. 

But  most  important  is  to  remember  the 
preeminent  role  of  the  specialist,  the  highly 
trained  soldier,  sailor,  and  airman  in  the 
atomic  age.  Brig.  Gen.  Dale  O.  Smith,  USAF, 
in  his  provocative  study  United  States  Mili¬ 
tary  Doctrine,  very  rightly  stresses  profes¬ 
sionalism  as  one  of  our  fundamental  necessi¬ 
ties  today.  If  any  Reserve  bill  strengthens 
the  Reserves  at  the  expense  of  the  regulars 
it  is  not  worth  the  price. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
said  that  such  an  amendment  cannot 
be  adopted — I  have  heard  that  said  many 
times — because  it  would  tie  the  hands 
of  our  Chief  Executive.  It  is  said  that 
we  have  already  entered  into  these  trea¬ 
ties  with  many  countries.  I  say  it  is 
time  we  should  do  something,  and  do  it 
quickly. 


Mr.  President,  do  my  colleagues  think 
this  situation  is  not  serious?  I  read  now 
a  statement  prepared  by  Representative 
Bow,  of  Ohio,  to  be  delivered  if  the 
amendment  was  subsequently  submitted 
by  him  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  House  bill  7000: 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  debate  in  the  House  on 
yesterday  revealed  a  great  many  Members 
shared  my  conviction  that  the  status  of 
forces  agreement  as  it  relates  to  criminal 
jurisdiction  over  our  men  is  evil  and  unnec¬ 
essary.  However,  there  were  those  among  us 
who  felt  that  the  subject  should  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  connection  with  the  foreign-aid 
authorization  and  even  some  who  appeared 
to  feel  that  the  House  of  Representatives  has 
no  right  to  express  itself  on  this  subject. 

I  feel  certain  that  we  will  find  with  us 
today  those  who  objected  to  amending  the 
foreign-aid  bill,  for  they  must  clearly  under¬ 
stand  that  the  subject  is  germane  and  is  a 
part  of  the  pending  legislation  on  the 
Armed  Forces.  This  is  a  highly  appropriate 
place  to  express  ourselves  and  express  our¬ 
selves  forcefully  on  the  treatment  that  is 
accorded  American  servicement  who  are  sta¬ 
tioned  abroad. 

To  those  who  feel  that  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  has  no  authority  with  regard 
to  treaties  or  may  not  express  itself  on  this 
subject,  let  me  say  that  there  is  ample  prece¬ 
dent  in  the  history  of  the  House  for  our 
action.  On  several  occasions  Presidents  of 
the  United  States  have  in  fact  asked  the 
House  and  the  Senate  to  adopt  resolutions 
authorizing  a  change  in  or  the  renunciation 
of  treaties.  On  other  occasions  the  House 
has  initiated,  the  Senate  has  adopted,  and 
the  President  has  complied  with  provisions 
in  legislative  measures  requiring  that  provi¬ 
sions  of  treaties  be  set  aside.  Although  it 
is  perhaps  uncommon,  it  is  nothing  new 
that  we  propose  today.  The  House  not  only 
has  the  right  to  express  itself — it  has  the 
duty  under  the  Constitution,  along  with  the 
Senate,  to  make  rules  for  the  Government 
and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces. 
We  have  the  right  and  duty  to  do  what  I 
propose  with  regard  to  the  safety  of  our 
troops  abroad. 

I  do  not  know  how  much  needs  to  be  said 
at  this  time  with  regard  to  the  agreements 
and  to  the  effect  they  have  had  on  the 
American  men  who  have  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  the  law  in  the  foreign  nations  where 
they  have  been  stationed.  I  have  compiled 
and  am  prepared  to  offer  all  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  any  Member  may  desire  concerning  the 
methods  of  trial,  conditions  of  imprison¬ 
ment,  and  all  of  the  other  unsavory  factors 
that  enter  into  this  matter.  In  no  nation 
do  we  find  anything  comparable  to  the  mini¬ 
mum  standards  required  by  our  own  concept 
of  justice. 

After  consultation  with  the  many  Mem¬ 
bers  who  have  expressed  their  support  of 
my  amendment,  I  have  made  an  extremely 
important  change  which  removes  the  basis 
for  criticism  we  received  on  the  amendment 
adopted  May  18.  At  that  time  it  was  said 
that  my  amendment  would  tie  the  hands 
of  the  Commander  in  Chief,  would  block 
rotation  of  our  forces,  and  would  hamper 
the  operation  of  the  Reserve  program. 
There  need  have  been  no  such  concern,  for 
I  believed  then,  and  still  believe,  that  the 
nations  concerned  are  so  anxious  to  have 
the  protection  of  our  Army  and  Air  Force 
that  they  will  willingly  and  promptly  accede 
to  any  Presidential  request  that  we  be  re¬ 
leased  from  the  criminal  jurisdiction  provi¬ 
sions  of  article  VII. 

Nevertheless,  the  treaties  concerned  pro¬ 
vide  that  they  cannot  be  denounced  or  re¬ 
nounced  until  4  years  after  the  date  of  rati¬ 
fication.  With  regal’d  to  both  the  NATO 
nations  and  Japan,  the  4-year  period  expires 
in  1957.  The  treaties  further  provide,  in 
themselves,  that  a  nation  wishing  to  re- 
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nounce  them  must  give  1  year’s  notice. 
Thus,  the  earliest  date  at  which  the  United 
States  can  properly  withdraw  from  the  trea¬ 
ties,  without  requiring  the  consent  of  the 
other  parties,  is  August  23,  1958. 

The  amendment  now  before  you  provides 
that  it  shall  become  effective  on  August  23, 
1958. 

We  are  giving  the  President  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  notice  that  the  Congress, 
exercising  its  power  to  govern  and  regulate 
the  Armed  Forces,  desires  to  return  to  the 
historic  principles  of  international  law  un¬ 
der  which  our  troops  are  subject  solely  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  their  own  military  courts, 
and  we  are  giving  them  ample  opportunity 
to  proceed  to  this  objective  in  a  legal  and 
orderly  manner. 

No  one  can  say  that  this  amendment  ham¬ 
strings  the  Armed  Forces. 

No  one  can  say  that  we  are  not  proceeding 
in  an  orderly  manner. 

No  one  can  charge  that  we  are  requiring 
the  repudiation  of  an  obligation. 

When  my  more  stringent  amendment  was 
proposed  during  consideration  of  H.  R.  5297, 
174  Members  voted  for  it  and  it  carried  by 
a  margin  of  more  than  3  to  1. 

Subsequent  developments  give  us  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  margin  in  favor 
today  should  be  even  larger. 

Since  that  time  we  have  learned  of  the 
imprisonment  of  Airman  Jose  Montijo,  of 
Arizona,  arrested  and  held  by  the  French. 
We  have  had  several  additional  men  im¬ 
prisoned  in  Japan.  We  have  learned  that 
agreements  extend  criminal  jurisdiction  to 
Libya,  Saudi  Arabia,  Iceland.  The  first  is 
in  the  throes  of  organization  of  a  new  nation. 
The  second  is  an  Arab  nation  with  barbaric 
laws  which  include  amputation,  decapita¬ 
tion,  and  castration  for  various  offenses. 
The  third  is  very  largely  Communist  and 
highly  antagonistic  to  our  troops.  How  can 
cur  men  expect  justice  in  any  of  these 
nations? 

Remember  this.  The  United  States  Army 
Court  Martial  Manual  and  which  has  never 
been  repealed  provides  in  section  12  that  a 
soldier  of  the  United  States  enjoys  the  full 
protection  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Uniform  Code  of  Military 
Justice.  Jose  Montijo  had  that  manual  and 
his  father  and  mother,  though  Mexicans  and 
not  citizens  of  this  country,  were  aware  of 
the  protection  it  implied.  But  Montijo  is 
in  a  French  prison,  facing  the  guillotine, 
and  the  United  States  Constitution  guaran¬ 
tees  him  nothing.  He  is  denied  the  right 
to  have  freedom  on  bail.  He  is  denied  the 
presumption  of  innocence.  He  is  denied  a 
jury  trial.  He  is  denied  counsel  of  his  choice, 
or  even  counsel  of  his  own  nation  or  lan¬ 
guage.  He  is  denied  the  guarantee  that  he 
will  be  convicted  only  if  his  guilt  is  proven 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  He  has  no 
guarantee  against  cruel  and  unusual  punish¬ 
ment.  And  if  he  reads,  he  knows  that 
Frenchmen  themselves  are  aroused  and  in¬ 
dignant  over  the  archaic  Napoleonic  code 
which  is  the  basis  for  French  justice.  I 
refer  you  to  Time  magazine  for  February  14 
of  this  year  for  a  fuller  explanation  of  what 
French  justice  really  is. 

Knowing  all  of  these  facts,  I  cannot  believe 
otherwise  than  that  the  House,  as  it  did  on 
May  18,  will  once  again  express  itself  over¬ 
whelmingly  in  favor  of  my  amendment  and 
against  the  nefarious  treaties  and  secret 
agreements  that  place  our  men  in  jeopardy 
all  over  the  world. 

We  are  proposing  to  give  the  President 
and  the  Department  of  State  notice  that 
the  Congress,  exercising  its  power  to  gov¬ 
ern  and  regulate  the  Armed  Forces — and 
that  is  our  power,  given  to  us  by  the  Con¬ 
stitution — desires  to  return  to  the  his¬ 
toric  principles  of  international  law, 
under  which  our  troops  are  subject  solely 


to  the  jurisdiction  of  their  own  military 
courts.  We  propose  to  allow  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  executive  department 
ample  opportunity  to  proceed  to  this  ob¬ 
jective  in  a  legal  and  orderly  manner, 
because  this  bill  does  not  go  into  effect, 
and  actually  does  not  apply  to  the  men 
in  service  for  2  years  and  30  days,  as  I 
understand.  So  by  Executive  decree. 
Executive  action,  we  can  start  action  to 
break  down  these  treaties  and  renounce 
them.  That  is  our  right.  We  must  give 
1  year’s  notice.  Now  is  the  time  for  Con¬ 
gress  to  give  such  notice  to  the.  Execu¬ 
tive.  We  should  give  notice  that  we  are 
going  back  and  live  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States,  and  that  our 
boys  in  uniform  are  not  to  be  subjected, 
under  Executive  agreements,  to  decapi¬ 
tation  or  castration  while  wearing  the 
uniform  of  an  American  soldier. 

No  one  can  successfully  contend  that 
this  amendment  would  hamstring  the 
Armed  Forces.  No  one  can  successfully 
contend  that  we  are  not  proceeding  in 
an  orderly  manner.  No  one  can  prop¬ 
erly  charge  that  we  are  requiring  the  re¬ 
pudiation  of  an  obligation. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  has  given 
great  consideration  to  the  bill.  But,  for 
my  part — and  I  presume  the  same  state¬ 
ment  applies  to  other  Senators  who  are 
not  members  of  that  committee — the  re¬ 
port  was  placed  on  my  desk  at  noon. 
The  hearings  were  finally  placed  on  our 
desks  today  at  noon.  This  is  a  very 
comprehensive  bill,  affecting  the  lives  of 
millions  of  American  boys.  I  would  feel 
much  better  if  I  knew  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  was  in  the  bill. 

I  have  before  me  a  statement  by 
Hon.  Frank  T.  Bow  before  the  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  as  recently 
as  July  13,  1955.  I  commend  it  to  the 
reading  of  every  Member  of  this  body. 
It  is  an  intelligent,  forthright  analysis 
of  the  problem  confronting  us  in  the 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty  situation.  He 
cites  the  rules  of  international  law.  He 
shows  that  such  a  treaty  is  against  the 
rules  of  international  law.  He  enumer¬ 
ates  the  powers  of  Congress,  and  he  gives 
many  examples  of  the  injustices  possible 
under  such  treaties.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  his  statement  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  op  Hon.  Frank  T.  Bow,  Re 

House  Joint  Resolution  309,  House  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  Committee,  July  13,  1955 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  appreciate  this  opportu¬ 
nity  to  appear  before  you  and  present  the 
case  in  support  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
309,  which  I  introduced  on  May  18,  1955,  and 
the  number  of  similar  resolutions  offered  by 
my  colleagues. 

This  resolution  seeks  the  revision  of  the 
status  of  forces  agreement  so  that  foreign 
countries,  which  are  parties  to  this  agree¬ 
ment,  will  not  continue  to  have  criminal 
jurisdiction  over  American  Armed  Forces 
personnel  stationed  within  their  boundaries. 

The  Status  of  Forces  Agreement,  more 
properly  designated  as  a  “treaty,”  was  signed 
at  London  on  June  19,  1951,  after  being  un¬ 
der  negotiation  since  early  in  1950.  It  was 
ratified  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  on  July  24,  1953,  under  advice  of  the 
Senate  given  on  July  15,  1953. 


The  countries  now  bound  by  this  agree¬ 
ment  are  Belgium,  Canada,  Denmark,  France, 
Greece,  Iceland,  Italy,  Luxembourg,  Neth¬ 
erlands,  Norway,  Portugal,  United  Kingdom, 
Turkey,  and  the  United  States. 

On  September  28,  1953,  an  agreement  was 
signed  in  Tokyo,  covering  the  status  of 
United  States  forces  in  Japan,  which  agree¬ 
ment  contains  the  same  provisions  as  the 
original  status  of  forces  agreement  with  the 
preceding  countries.  This  agreement  was 
made  in  compliance  with  the  terms  of  the 
security  treaty  with  Japan  which  had  been 
ratified  earlier  in  1952. 

In  due  course  Germany  will  be  added  to 
this  list. 

House  Joint  Resolution  309  refers  particu¬ 
larly  to  article  VII  of  the  status  of  forces 
agreement,  which  gives  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  American  military  personnel  sta¬ 
tioned  within  the  respective  countries.  I 
assume  that  all  of  you  are  familiar  with  this 
article  VII,  but  I  am  submitting  the  full  text 
as  part  of  the  record  of  this  hearing. 

I  call  your  attention  to  section  2b  of  ar¬ 
ticle  VII,  which  provides  that  the  authority 
of  the  receiving  state  shall  have  the  right 
to  exercise  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  mem¬ 
bers  of  our  forces  or  civilian  components 
and  their  dependents  with  respect  to  of¬ 
fenses  punishable  by  the  law  of  the  receiving 
state  but  not  by  the  law  of  the  sending 
state;  and  that  under  section  3b  the  author¬ 
ities  of  the  receiving  state  have  the  primary 
right  to  prosecute  our '  soldiers  for  offenses 
which  may  be  punishable  under  the  laws  of 
our  country  as  well  as  the  laws  of  the  re¬ 
ceiving  country. 

These  provisions  abrogate  the  basic  con¬ 
stitutional  rights  of  our  American  soldiers 
serving  on  foreign  soil. 

RULE  of  international  law 

This  treaty  repudiates  one  of  America’s 
oldest  and  finest  traditions — that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  flag  and  the  American  Constitution  fol¬ 
low  our  soldiers  wherever  they  go.  It  re¬ 
pudiates  the  principles  of  international  law, 
which  were  universally  recognized  before 
our  Chief  Justice  Marshall  so  clearly  enun¬ 
ciated  them  in  1811,  in  the  case  of  The 
Schooner  Exchange  v.  McFaddon  (11  U.  S. 
116).  The  Supreme  Court  held  in  this  case 
that  the  Exchange,  as  a  public  armed  ves¬ 
sel  of  a  friendly  power,  entered  a  port  of 
our  country  upon  an  implied  promise  of 
exemption  from  the  justice  of  the  local 
courts.  The  chief  justice  likened  the  armed 
public  vessel  to  a  public  armed  force  enter¬ 
ing  the  territory  of  another  nation  with  the 
latter’s  permission,  and  said,  in  effect,  that 
the  armed  forces  of  a  friendly  nation  sta¬ 
tioned  within  the  territory  of  another,  with 
the  latter’s  permission,  are  not  subject  to 
the  local  laws  of  the  host  country,  but  are 
subject  only  to  the  laws  of  their  own  coun¬ 
try.  The  fact  that  Chief  Justice  Marshall 
had  ample  precedent  for  his  statement  of  in¬ 
ternational  law  has  been  generally  ignored 
in  discussions  of  this  subject. 

Two  other  cases  decided  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  after  the  Civil  War,  followed  this  de¬ 
cision  with  approval.  In  Coleman  v.  Ten¬ 
nessee  (97  U.  S.  509) ,  the  Court  said: 

“It  is  well  settled  that  a  foreign  army, 
permitted  to  march  through  a  friendly  coun¬ 
try  or  to  be  stationed  in  it  by  permission  of 
its  government  or  sovereign,  has  exemption 
from  the  civil  and  criminal  justice  of  the 
place.” 

The  same  dicta  is  found  in  Dow  v.  John¬ 
son  (100  U.  S.  158).  In  Tucker  v.  Alexan- 
droff  (183  U.  S.  424) ,  decided  partly  upon  the 
authority  of  a  treaty  between  this  country 
and  Russia,  the  Court  discussed  the  case  of 
the  Exchange  at  length,  and  with  approval. 

In  Chung  Chi  Cheung  v.  The  King  (1939 
A.  C.  160),  Lord  Atkin,  speaking  for  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
called  Chief  Justice  Marshall’s  opinion,  in 
the  case  of  the  Exchange ;  “A  judgment  which 
has  illumined  the  jurisprudence  of  the 
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world,”  and  concurred  fully  In  the  general 
principle  that  the  armed  forces  of  one  power, 
allowed  hy  another  to  enter  its  territory, 
enjoyed  an  immunity  from  the  local  courts, 
although  he  held  in  the  case  before  him  that 
the  Chinese  Government  had  waived  that 
immunity. 

In  the  Casa  Blanca  case  the  Permanent 
Court  of  Arbitration  at  The  Hague  (1909), 
recognized  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the 
officers  and  military  tribunal  of  a  nation  over 
its  own  troops  in  a  friendly  foreign  country. 

Many  authoritative  writers  on  interna¬ 
tional  law  have  enunciated  the  same  doc¬ 
trine  as  laid  down  by  Chief  Justice  Mar¬ 
shall,  including  several  English  writers, 
French,  Dutch,  and  Latin  American  author¬ 
ities. 

These  cases  I  have  mentioned  did  not  de¬ 
pend  on  any  treaty  or  exchange  of  diplo¬ 
matic  notes,  but  upon  the  theory  that  the 
exemption  of  friendly  foreign  troops  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of  the  nation 
in  which  they  were,  was  a  principle  of  the 
‘  unwritten  law  of  nations.” 

It  is,  therefore,  inexplicable  that  our  State 
Department  should  abandon  such  principles 
when  considering  the  status  of  our  own 
forces  abi'oad. 

POWERS  OP  CONGRESS 

One  of  the  arguments  advanced  by  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  State  Department  in  favor 
of  the  ratification  of  the  agreement,  in  hear¬ 
ings  before  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  was  that  the  rights  of  our  sol¬ 
diers  had  already  been  surrendered  to  foreign 
powers  by  a  number  of  secret  executive  agree¬ 
ments,  and  that  the  provisions  of  this  treaty 
were  an  improvement  over  such  existing 
agreements  (p.  27  of  hearings  before  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  U.  S.  Sen¬ 
ate,  83d  Cong.,  1st  sess.) .  Thus  was  disclosed 
a  violation  of  the  constitutional  law  of  our 
land  which  vests  in  Congress  the  sole  power 
‘‘to  make  rules  for  the  government  and  regu¬ 
lation  of  our  land  and  naval  forces,”  which 
apply  outside  as  well  as  inside  the  limits  of 
continental  United  States.  This  provision  of 
the  Constitution  has  never  been  changed 
and  the  execution  of  such  secret  agreements 
is  a  usurpation  by  the  State  Department  of 
the  power  of  Congress. 

These  various  agreements  were  claimed  to 
be  classified  so  their  terms  are  not  a  part  of 
the  hearings,  but  if  it  is  conceded  that  the 
present  treaty  was  an  improvement,  then 
consider  how  callously  the  rights  of  our 
servicemen  must  have  been  treated  in  these 
secret  agreements.  It  is  not  disclosed  how 
the  treaty  is  better,  but  even  if  an  improve¬ 
ment,  it  is  still  wrong.  A  lesser  wrong  does 
not  make  a  right. 

Under  its  constitutional  power  the  Con¬ 
gress  established  a  Uniform  Code  of  Military 
Justice  and  included  a  uniform  code  of  pro¬ 
cedure  for  the  trial  of  military  personnel, 
both  at  home  and  abroad,  which  is  still  in 
full  force  and  effect. 

Every  enlisted  man  takes  an  oath  that  he 
will  obey  the  orders  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  the  orders  of  the  officers 
appointed  over  him  according  to  regulations 
and  the  Uniform  Code  of  Military  Justice. 

The  United  States  Manual  of  Courts-Mar¬ 
tial  of  1951,  which  is  still  in  effect,  and  a 
copy  of  which  may  be  purchased  from  the 
Government  Printing  Office,  states  in  para¬ 
graph  12,  as  follows: 

‘‘Under  international  law,  jurisdiction  over 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  or  other  sovereign  who  commit  offenses 
in  the  territory  of  a  friendly  foreign  state  in 
which  the  visiting  armed  force  is  by  consent 
quartered  or  in  passage  remains  in  the  visit¬ 
ing  sovereign.” 

Thus  we  have  our  men  obligating  them¬ 
selves  to  abide  by  the  regulations  and  the 
Uniform  Code  of  Military  Justice,  particu¬ 
larly  exemplified  by  this  Manual  on  Courts 
Martial,  containing  a  paragraph  which,  al¬ 
though  stating  a  correct  rule  of  international 


law,  yet  has  been  flaunted  and  superseded  by 
the  status  of  forces  treaty  and  sundry  secret 
agreements. 

I  might  add  here  that  there  are  in  effect 
today  secret  executive  agreements  with  coun¬ 
tries  not  a  party  to  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organization,  entered  into  in  violation  of 
this  constitutional  provision,  and  of  the 
terms  of  which  we  are  kept  in  ignorance. 
Under  these  agreements  our  soldiers  all  over 
the  world  have  been  surrendered  to  the  crim¬ 
inal  jurisdiction  of  other  countries  without 
regard  to  whether  or  not  such  jurisdiction 
will  be  exercised  in  accordance  with  the  con¬ 
stitutional  rights  which  our  soldiers  should 
have. 

The  speculation  is  not  pertinent  to  the 
resolution  before  us,  but,  one  may  wonder 
if  Russia  or  Communist  China,  in  their  dis¬ 
regard  for  the  rights  of  our  American  sol¬ 
diers,  enjoy  the  protection  of  some  secret 
agreement. 

STATISTICAL  APOLOGIES 

Department  of  Defense  statistics  relative 
to  the  exercise  of  criminal  jurisdiction  by 
foreign  tribunals  over  persons  subject  to  the 
United  States  military  law  for  the  period  of 
January  1,  1954,  through  November  30,  1954, 
show  that  7,416  members  of  our  Armed  Forces 
had  been  subjected  to  foreign  jurisdiction 
throughout  the  world,  of  which  3,720  cases 
were  within  the  jurisdiction  of  NATO  coun¬ 
tries,  so  that  there  were  almost  as  many  men, 
during  that  period,  prosecuted  under  the 
agreement  with  Japan  and  various  secret 
agreements,  as  were  prosecuted  under  the 
Status  of  Forces  Treaty.  I  have  sought  to 
have  this  information  brought  up  to  date, 
but  at  the  time  of  preparing  this  statement 
had  not  yet  received  the  report  from  the 
Defense  Department  which  this  committee 
may  now  have. 

All  statistics  and  statements  emanating 
from  the  Defense  Department  seeking  to 
minimize  the  overall  effect  of  the  Status  of 
Forces  Treaty  will  never  justify  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  this  treaty  or  sundry  secret  agree¬ 
ments  consenting  to  the  abandonment  of 
the  constitutional  rights  of  members  of  our 
Armed  Forces.  If  the  surrender  of  such 
rights  had  been  proper  or  had  been  neces¬ 
sary  it  would  not  now  be  so  important  to 
try  to  excuse  it  by  throwing  the  dust  of  sta¬ 
tistics  into  the  eyes  of  Congress.  I  believe 
the  Defense  Department  has  actually  been 
placed  in  a  false  position.  After  having  this 
treaty,  and  sundry  agreements,  imposed  upon 
it  by  the  State  Department,  the  Defense 
Department  is  left  with  the  unhappy  task 
of  supporting  and  justifying  the  action. 

It  has  occurred  to  me  that  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  did  not  have 
all  the  facts  properly  presented  to  it  in  the 
hearings  regarding  this  treaty,  and  that 
some  of  the  Government  witnesses,  in  turn, 
has  been  misled  or  misinformed  by  others 
who  were  in  the  State  Department  or  De¬ 
fense  Department  when  these  agreements 
were  worked  out — in  an  effort  to  vindicate 
their  actions  or  to  cover  up  and  ratify  the 
prior  secret  agreements.  The  committee 
was  also  confronted  with  the  argument  of 
fait  accompli,  which  has  become  a  working 
tool  of  bureaucracy. 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  exclusive  juris¬ 
diction  given  a  foreign  country  for  offenses 
relating  to  the  security  of  that  state  which 
is  defined  as  “treason  or  sabotage,  espionage 
or  violation  of  any  law  relating  to  official 
secrets  relating  to  the  national  defense  of 
that  state.”  if  a  foreign  state  has  a  law 
making  it  a  security  offense  to  make  a  pub¬ 
lic  statement  critical  of  the  government  of 
that  country,  any  uninhibited  American 
boy  drafted  into  our  armed  services  and 
ordered  to  that  country,  accustomed  to  the 
rights  of  free  speech  as  we  have  them,  might 
readily  find  himself  punishable  for  some 
innocent  remark  under  the  laws  of  that 
foreign  country.  In  fact  there  may  be  many 
acts  in  countries  throughout  the  world  de¬ 


fined  as  offenses  under  their  laws  which  are 
not  offenses  in  our  country.  Particularly, 
such  offenses  which  might  seem  to  be  some¬ 
what  political,  or  offenses  against  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  that  country. 

BILL  OF  RIGHTS  NULLIFIED 

Whoever  in  the  State  Department  nego¬ 
tiated  this  treaty  ignored  completely  all  of 
the  provisions  of  our  Bill  of  Rights.  It  is 
true  that  in  section  9  of  article  VII  you  will 
find  a  list  of  seven  things  which  presumably 
protect  the  member  of  the  Armed  Forces,  or 
civilian  components  or  dependents  who 
happen  to  be  under  prosecution.  If  you  read 
them  rapidly  you  might  think  that  protec¬ 
tion  has  been  given  to  our  people,  but  you 
will  find  no  provision  requiring  an  indict¬ 
ment,  or  trial  by  jury,  or  public  trial.  No 
right  to  bail.  No  protection  against  double 
jeopardy.  No  protection  against  self-in¬ 
crimination.  No  right  of  appeal.  No  pro¬ 
hibition  of  excessive  fines  or  cruel  or  in¬ 
human  punishments.  The  accused  does 
not  have  the  protection  of  a  presumption  of 
innocence.  He  might  be  found  guilty  by 
less  than  a  preponderance  of  the  evidence. 
A  confession  procured  by  any  means,  how¬ 
ever  irregular,  including  force  and  duress, 
may  be  used  against  him. 

Our  diplomats,  snug  and  smug  within 
their  cloak  of  diplomatic  immunity,  did  not 
mind  sacrificing  our  American  soldiers  in 
this  way.  The  high  brass  of  our  Armed 
Forces  would  probably  never  be  arrested, 
prosecuted,  or  imprisoned  by  a  foreign  court, 
so  they  accept  the  recommendations  of  those 
diplomats.  The  provisions  of  that  treaty 
will  never  reach  any  Member  of  the  United 
States  Senate  who,  by  reason  of  misinforma¬ 
tion,  misrepresentation,  or  ignorance  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  witnesses  advising 
them,  voted  to  advise  the  President  to  ratify 
the  treaty.  But,  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  have  reached  and  affected  Richard 
Keefe  and  Anthony  Scaletti,  of  whom  you 
have  no  doubt  already  heard;  and  the  loss 
of  the  constitutional  safeguards  which  I 
have  mentioned  before  has  practically  con¬ 
victed  Jose  E.  Montijo  of  the  charge  of  mur¬ 
der — even  before  he  is  tried. 

FRENCH  JUSTICE 

It  has  been  difficult  to  secure  information 
concerning  the  Montijo  case  because  origi¬ 
nally  the  Chief  of  the  Allied  Air  Forces  in 
Europe  imposed  a  rigid  censorship,  and  such 
information  as  was  given  seeped  out  through 
a  public  relations  officer  of  Great  Britain.  It 
appears  now  that  Montijo  and  two  other 
members  of  the  Air  Force  became  involved 
in  an  altercation  with  a  young  Frenchman 
by  the  name  of  Mallet,  over  the  attention 
paid  by  Mallet  to  a  French  girl  who  Montijo 
proposed  to  marry.  One  version  of  this  case 
is  that  Mallet  and  his  friends  attacked 
Montijo  and  that  in  the  fight  that  ensued,  in 
order  to  defend  himself,  Montijo  inflicted 
wounds  from  which  Mallet  subsequently 
died.  I  do  not  condone  this  killing  in  any 
respect.  But,  if  it  is  true  that  Montijo  acted 
in  self-defense  he  should  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  prove  it  as  part  of  his  defense, 
and  I  feel  confident  that  in  this  case,  under 
the  procedure  in  French  courts,  he  will  never 
have  this  opportunity.  He  has  already  been 
tried  and  is  being  tried  publicly  by  an  ex¬ 
tensive  newspaper  campaign,  and  it  is  en¬ 
tirely  possible  he  will  have  assigned  to  him, 
as  his  attorney,  a  Frenchman  who  is  a  Com¬ 
munist  or  a  red  sympathizer.  Also,  he  may 
be  tried  before  a  judge  with  similar  con¬ 
nections. 

If  you  think  my  opinion  of  French  justice 
is  unwarranted,  I  would  like  to  have  you 
consider  the  article  appearing  in  Time  maga¬ 
zine  on  February  14,  1955,  which  I  am  sure 
was  not  written  with  the  Status  of  Forces 
Treaty  in  mind.  It  described  what  hap¬ 
pens  to  Frenchmen  in  French  courts.  With 
the  hostility  there  is  against  America,  why 
expect  different  or  better  treatment.  The 
article,  entitled  “Justice  on  Trial,”  is  sub- 
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mitted  as  part  of  the  record  herein  because 
it  so  graphically  described  the  actual  pro¬ 
cedure,  rather  thas  theoretical  practice. 
The  article  quotes  one  French  expert  as  say¬ 
ing  “We  run  our  courts  to  convict  the  guilty, 
not  to  acquit  the  innocent.” 

It  has  been  claimed  as  a  virtue  of  this 
treaty  that  the  provisions  thereof  are  recip¬ 
rocal  and  we,  of  course,  have  secured  the 
right  to  try  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
other  nations  party  to  the  agreement,  sta¬ 
tioned  in  our  country.  What  is  the  effect 
of  this  reciprocity? 

In  America  any  spy,  subversive,  or  crimi¬ 
nal  of  whatever  kind,  which,  of  course,  would 
include  members  of  Armed  Forces,  is  guar¬ 
anteed  a  fair  jury  trial  in  open  court.  He 
can  invoke  the  fifth  amendment,  and  refuse 
to  testify,  and  heap  abuse  upon  official  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  our  Government.  All  of  the 
protections  of  our  Constitution  are  afforded, 
but  an  American  soldier  who  is  drafted  and 
forced  to  serve  abroad  can  now  be  arrested 
on  trumped-up  charges  by  foreign  police 
officers,  or  upon  the  accusation  of  a  Commu¬ 
nist  conspirator  or  sympathizer;  be  ques¬ 
tioned  by  any  methods  they  care  to  use;  held 
in  prison  for  an  indefinite  period  awaiting 
trial;  tried  in  secret  without  a  jury,  without 
the  safeguard  of  a  presumption  of  innocence; 
sentenced  and  punished  possibly  by  some 
cruel  and  inhuman  punishment.  It  is  pos¬ 
sible  that  no  representative  of  our  Govern¬ 
ment  would  be  present  at  his  trial  since  he 
is  only  entitled  to  such  representative  when 
the  rules  of  the  court  so  permit. 

You  must  remember  that  we  have  the  same 
kind  of  an  agreement  with  Japan  as  with 
the  NATO  countries  respecting  the  status 
of  our  troops.  Also,  please  remember,  after 
the  last  war  Japan  was  not  an  ally,  but  in 
the  position  of  a  conquered  country.  In  spite 
of  our  occupying  the  position  of  conquerors 
who  should  have  been  able  to  insist  on  their 
troops  enjoying  at  least  the  same  privileges 
as  they  would  have  in  their  own  country, 
we  tossed  those  rights  and  privileges  away 
and  have  placed  our  soldiers  at  the  mercy 
of  a  hostile,  conquered  people.  It  is  well 
known  that  as  soon  as  the  peace  treaty  with 
Japan  was  signed  the  country  was  flooded 
with  derogatory,  defamatory,  and  hostile  lit¬ 
erature  and  propaganda,  including  many  mo¬ 
tion  pictures,  carrying  the  communistic  anti- 
American  line.  What  type  of  justice  do  you 
expect  to  be  meted  out  to  our  soldiers  under 
these  conditions?  The  whole  procedure  is 
analogous  to  setting  up  a  court  of  prisoners 
to  try  their  guards  for  such  offenses  as  their 
whims  may  dictate. 

NO  BARGAIN  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES 

As  to  the  idea  that  our  diplomatic  repre¬ 
sentatives  drove  a  hard  bargain  in  securing 
the  right  to  try  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  other  nations  in  this  country  in  exchange 
for  turning  our  soldiers  loose  at  the  mercy 
of  those  foreign  countries,  what  measure  of 
reciprocity  is  there  in  subjecting  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  our  soldiers  to  the  forms 
of  justice  which  may  be  meted  out  to  them, 
when,  at  the  most,  there  are  no  more  than 
12,000  soldiers  of  all  the  foreign  nations  in 
this  country  during  a  year,  and  possibly  not 
more  than  4,000  at  any  one  time. 

It  is  conceded  by  the  Defense  Department 
that  most  of  the  members  of  foreign  armies 
in  this  country  are  here  for  training  pur¬ 
poses  and  are,  therefore,  not  members  of  a 
military  component  and  do  not  come  under 
the  terms  of  this  treaty.  Furthermore,  this 
country  has  never  objected,  and  did  not  ob¬ 
ject  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  treaty, 
to  any  foreign  country  keeping  and  enforc¬ 
ing  criminal  jurisdiction  over  members  of 
its  Armed  Forces. 

On  June  30,  1944,  we  adopted  a  law  entitled 
“An  act  to  implement  the  jurisdiction  of 
service  courts  of  friendly  foreign  sovereigns 
within  the  United  States,  which  act  was 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  foreign 
nations  in  maintaining  their  criminal  juris¬ 


diction  and  implied  the  existence  of  such 
jurisdiction  without  legislation  or  treaty. 
We  have  never  been  interested  in  prosecuting 
soliders  of  foreign  nations.  We  do  not  have 
the  hostile  feeling  toward  our  allies  or  the 
nations  we  hope  to  call  our  friends  that 
would  dictate  the  urge  to  prosecute. 

Our  Defense  Department  is  hard  put  at 
times  to  minimize  the  actual  effect  of  this 
treaty  upon  our  soldiers  abroad,  and  to  try 
to  make  everything  look  good  and  fair  and 
just  and  reasonable.  The  Department  will 
furnish  statistics  showing  a  large  number  of 
offenses  committed  throughtout  the  world 
since  January  1,  1954,  stressing  the  fact  that 
foreign  courts  waived  their  jurisdiction  in 
many  of  these  cases,  and  that  where  foreign 
courts  retained  jurisdiction,  what  seems  to 
be  a  comparatively  small  number  were  sen¬ 
tenced  to  confinement.  They  also  say  that 
seme  of  these  sentences  were  suspended.  It 
is  admitted  that  as  of  February  10,  1955,  there 
were  58  American  soldiers  imprisoned 
throughout  the  world.  I  do  not  care  if  this 
number  seems  to  be  only  a  few  of  those  who 
were  first  arrested  and  charged  with  offense. 
As  long  as  only  one  American  soldier  can  be 
subjected  to  the  criminal  jurisdiction  of  a 
foreign  court,  without  the  consttiutional 
safeguards  which  he  is  told  by  the  United 
States  Courts-Martial  Manual  go  with  him, 
then  this  treaty  is  wrong  and  should  be 
modified. 

DEPARTMENTAL  EXCUSES 

The  public  was  reassured  on  June  9,  1955, 
by  the  Defense  Secretary  Wilson  as  to  the 
results  of  this  treaty,  when  he  reported  to 
an  Armed  Services  Committee  of  this  Con¬ 
gress  that  only  one  American  soldier,  thus 
far,  has  been  given  an  unfair  trial  by  a 
friendly  country.  It  would  seem  either  that 
Mr.  Wilson  had  been  misinformed  or  the 
report  of  his  statement  is  incorrect. 

The  case  which  he  reported  was  that  of 
a  private  in  France  who  was  fined  $36  by  a 
court  at  Orleans,  France,  for  allegedly  push¬ 
ing  a  Frenchman  off  a  bicycle.  It  was  stated 
in  his  report  that  the  case  was  carried  to 
the  French  Ministry  of  Justice,  and  that  a 
correction  had  been  made  of  the  errors  com- 
mittted  by  the  French  Court  and  his  fine 
refunded.  Isn’t  it  rather  absurd  to  say  that 
this  one  case  is  the  only  one  in  which  a 
miscarriage  of  justice  might  have  occurred, 
particularly  when  you  consider  the  procedure 
in  French  courts  which  was  reported  in  Time 
magazine? 

The  Defense  Department  apparently  has 
ignored  the  thousands  of  cases  where  Ameri¬ 
cans  perhaps  paid  fines  in  minor  cases,  under 
the  impression  that  it  was  the  best  thing 
they  could  do  under  the  circumstances,  since 
they  had  no  protection  from  our  Government 
as  to  their  constitutional  rights;  and  have 
ignored  other  cases  where  the  accused  or 
convicted  did  not  complain  because  he  feared 
such  complaint  would  only  result  in  increas¬ 
ing  the  animosity  of  a  court  and  the  severity 
of  his  sentence. 

The  report  of  the  Secretary  also  stated 
that  American  servicemen  tried  in  foreign 
courts  are  provided  with  legal  aid  to  make 
sure  their  rights  are  protected,  but  the  re¬ 
port  did  not  state  that  the  only  rights  left 
to  be  protected  were  such  as  the  foreign 
court  might  deign  to  recognize  and  that 
the  legal  aid  was  not  American  legal  aid, 
but  would  be  some  local  attorney  appointed 
by  that  court,  and  in  many  cases  subservient 
to  the  court.  The  report  further  claimed 
that  Americans  convicted  and  sentenced  to 
jail  are  also  given  the  protection  of  the 
United  States  Government — an  obvious  mis¬ 
statement,  since  there  is  no  protection  left 
to  a  United  States  soldier  who  has  been 
tried  and  convicted  under  this  treaty. 

PRISON  CONDITIONS 

American  officials  are  said  to  inspect  for¬ 
eign  prisons  and  determine  that  Americans 
are  receiving  the  food,  medical  aid,  clothing. 


and  health  and  comfort  provisions  they 
would  receive  in  this  country.  When  you 
consider  that  the  housing  conditions  gen¬ 
erally  in  many  European  countries  are  not 
comparable  to  ours,  how  can  you  expect  the 
prisons  to  be  comparable  to  ours?  Or,  how 
can  you  force  any  foreign  government  to 
provide  the  same  facilities? 

In  Japan,  for  instance,  the  system  of  heat¬ 
ing  in  prisons  is  very  inadequate.  Some  of 
the  factories  in  which  the  prisoners  are 
made  to  work  long  hours,  are  heated  in 
winter.  However,  no  heating  is  provided  in 
the  prison  cells.  A  justice  of  the  supreme 
court  of  Japan,  in  writing  about  prison  con¬ 
ditions  there,  said  that  the  ordinary  Jap¬ 
anese  house  is  very  poorly  heated  and  the 
people  are  not  accustomed  to  much  heat  in 
their  homes,  but  that  the  prison  cells,  built 
in  European  style,  are  colder  than  the  aver¬ 
age  Japanese  houses.  He  also  said  that  this 
fact  might  explain  why  Japanese  prisoners 
do  not  complain  about  the  excessive  long 
hours  which  they  are  obliged  to  work. 
(Perhaps  they  preferred  a  little  heat  to  no 
heat.) 

The  persons  who  negotiated  this  treaty  ob¬ 
viously  were  not  concerned  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  foreign  laws  as  to  punishment  or 
the  conditions  of  penitentiaries  or  jails  where 
our  men  might  be  serving  sentences.  You 
might  be  interested  in  this  translation  from 
a  French  work  on  prisons  written  in  1945. 
Speaking  of  sanitary  installations  the  report 
said: 

“These  installations  are  generally  speak¬ 
ing  inadequate.  Thus,  in  the  majority  of 
our  institutions,  there  are  no  cesspools,  and 
the  deplorable  system  of  mobile  waste-tanks 
still  prevails. 

“It  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  on  the  unde¬ 
sirability  of  this  state  of  affairs.  With  such 
conditions  prevailing,  it  is  absurd  to  speak 
of  prison  hygiene. 

“Disinfection  of  the  premises  and  fight 
against  parasites  (vermin)  have  often  been 
recommended  and  applied  more  or  less  suc¬ 
cessfully.” 

Another  translation  of  a  work  written  in 
1951  on  French  prisons  has  this  to  say  con¬ 
cerning  food  given  to  inmates: 

“They  get  three  meals;  breakfast,  consist¬ 
ing  of  a  quart  of  coffee  and  the  bread  ration 
for  the  day;  luncheon,  and  dinner,  each  with 
a  soup,  made  of  vegetables,  plus  ‘trimmings’ 
(such  as  fish,  pickles,  etc.) 

***** 

“It  is  normal  for  convicts  to  receive  only 
subsistence  rations,  but,  since  they  are 
obliged  to  work,  they  have  a  chance,  with 
the  produce  of  their  work,  to  make  purchases 
in  the  canteen  to  improve  their  regular 
food.” 

The  correctness  of  this  report  is  shown  by 
the  report  of  a  visit  made  by  a  representative 
of  the  United  States  Consular  Service  and  an 
Army  officer  to  Privates  Scaletti  and  Keefe 
on  March  11,  1955,  after  they  had  served  over 
16  months  of  their  sentence.  The  report  of 
this  visit  I  have  attached  to  my  statement 
to  be  a  part  of  this  record. 

Privates  Scaletti  and  Keefe  at  that  time 
disclosed  that  the  dormitories  in  which  they 
slept  were  unheated,  the  food  bad,  and  the 
medical  care  not  considered  good.  Private 
Keefe  indicated  that  he  received  a  package 
that  contained  canned  goods,  but  was  obliged 
to  pay  duty  thereon  and,  therefore,  hesitated 
to  ask  his  mother  to  send  him  further  pack¬ 
ages. 

With  these  indications  of  conditions  as 
they  exist  in  France  and  Japan,  we  can  only 
speculate  as  to  what  some  of  the  dungeons 
may  be  like  in  other  countries  with  which 
we  have  secret  agreements,  giving  them 
criminal  jurisdiction  over  our  men. 

Since  the  extension  of  the  status  of  forces 
agreement  to  Germany  is  a  current  subject, 
I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  a  brief  state¬ 
ment  of  procedure  in  German  courts,  made 
by  Mr.  Worth  B.  McCauley,  a  lawyer  of 
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Bristow.  Okla.,  in  the  December  1954  Issue 
of  the  American  Bar  Association  Journal. 
He  was  formerly  chief  attorney  for  the  courts 
of  the  Allied  High  Commission  in  Western 
Germany.  He  says: 

“One  must  visit  a  German  courtroom  to 
understand  how  different  their  procedure  is 
from  ours.  The  state’s  attorney  sits  at  the 
bench  with  the  three  judges  while  the  de¬ 
fense  attorney  has  little  participation  except 
to  take  notes  of  the  proceedings  for  possible 
appeal.  All  questioning  is  done  by  the  judges 
who  have  before  them  the  police  dossier  of 
investigation  and  interrogation.  This  in  it¬ 
self  is  a  predetermination  of  guilt  by  a  police 
magistrate.  There  is  no  right  against  self¬ 
incrimination  and  hearsay  evidence  is  ad¬ 
missible.  It  is  much  easier  to  convict  in 
a  German  court  than  in  an  American  because 
of  the  difference  in  procedure  and  theory 
which  boils  down  to  a  presupposition  of  guilt 
rather  than  innocence.” 

The  men  who  negotiated  this  treaty  seem 
to  have  forgotten  that  our  troops  were  abroad 
to  protect  the  soil  of  other  nations  from 
aggression  because  those  nations  were  not 
able  or  willing  to  defend  themselves.  Our 
diplomats  must  have  shuddered  at  the 
thought  that  these  other  nations  would  con¬ 
sider  us  a  favored  group  if  we  asserted  our 
rights  in  any  way,  or  demanded  an  observ¬ 
ance  of  the  international  law,  which  would 
insure  our  country  keeping  jurisdiction  over 
its  own  citizens  in  its  Armed  Forces. 

Wherever  our  troops  have  gone,  through¬ 
out  the  world,  we  have  taken  our  civiliza¬ 
tion  to  other  countries  and  shared  the  fruits 
of  our  industry  and  knowledge  with  that 
other  nation.  Why  should  we  abandon  our 
standards  of  living,  our  constitutional  rights 
and  guaranties  merely  to  appease  and  seek 
favor  of  our  allies?  We  are  told  there  is  a 
feeling  of  hostility  toward  us  in  many  coun¬ 
tries  with  whom  we  have  these  agreements, 
public  and  secret,  and  we  know  this  to  be 
true.  Then,  why  should  we  force  our  men 
into  foreign  courts  to  be  tried  in  a  hostile 
atmosphere,  before  hostile  courts,  without 
the  humane  rules  of  procedure  set  forth  in 
our  Constitution  and  laws? 

REVISION  OF  THE  TREATY 

By  the  terms  of  the  treaty  its  provisions 
can  be  denounced  at  the  expiration  of  a 
period  of  4  years  from  the  date  on  which  it 
became  effective,  which  period  would  expire 
on  July  24,  1957.  It  is  for  this  reason  that 
House  Joint  Resolution  309  directs  the 
President  to  request  the  North  Atlantic 
Council  for  a  revision  of  article  VII  of  the 
agreement,  acting  under  the  provision  of 
article  XXII  thereof;  and  as  an  alternative, 
if  such  revision  cannot  be  brought  about, 
that  the  President  shall  then  denounce  such 
agreement  at  the  earliest  date  permitted. 

There  are  several  methods  by  which  action 
by  the  President  to  secure  revision  of  article 
VII  of  the  treaty  might  be  directed  and 
there  is  ample  precedent  to  support  a  joint 
resolution  as  one  of  the  methods.  It  is 
conceivable  that  supporters  of  the  Status  of 
Forces  Agreement  may  contend  that  action 
by  the  House  is  not  necessary,  and  also  a 
possibility  that  the  President  may  seek  to 
ignore  the  resolution  even  though  adopted; 
but  in  spite  of  these  contingencies  we  owe 
it  to  our  Armed  Forces  to  let  the  world  know 
that  the  overwhelming  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  this  country  is  against  depriving 
our  forces  of  the  protection  of  our  Consti¬ 
tution. 

Certainly  we  have  every  right  to  initiate 
a  request  for  revocation  forthwith  of  all 
secret  agreements  made  by  the  executive 
department  which  gives  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  our  soldiers  to  foreign  powers. 

SUMMATION 

In  summation,  let  me  say  that  the  NATO 
Status  of  '  Forces  Agreement  was  a  tragic 
abdication  of  sovereignty  that  should  be  re¬ 
pudiated  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 


Constitutional,  moral  and  practical  con¬ 
siderations  dictate  that  the  United  States 
should  never  surrender  to  any  foreign 
sovereign  its  right  to  protect  and  control 
the  personnel  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

At  least  58  servicemen,  deprived  of  their 
constitutional'  rights  as  Americans,  sen¬ 
tenced  and  convicted  under  foreign  laws, 
are  now  confined  virtually  incommunicado 
in  filthy,  unheated  foreign  prisons  without 
proper  food  or  medical  care.  They  are  mar¬ 
tyrs  to  internationalism. 

The  Congress  lias  the  power  under  the 
Constitution  to  regulate  and  govern  the 
Armed  Forces.  The  Congress  has  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  protect  the  constitutional 
rights  of  men  in  the  Armed  Forces.  The 
sentiment  of  the  American  people  on  this 
issue  is  clear  and  plain.  I  strongly  urge  the 
committee  to  delve  deeply  into  this  subject, 
uncover  the  facts,  and  take  appropriate 
action  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  agreed 
that  I  would  speak  for  only  a  very  few 
minutes  on  this  important  subject.  If 
this  amendment  is  not  adopted,  I  cannot 
possibly  understand  how  any  Member  of 
this  body  who  took  an  oath  to  support 
the  Constitution  can  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Is  it  not  true  that  if 
one  of  our  soldier  boys  should  go  into 
Yugoslavia,  and  there  commit  an  offense, 
he  would  be  tried  under  Communist  law, 
unless  this  amendment  should  be  adopt¬ 
ed? 

Mr.  JENNER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  in  answer 
to  the  last  observation,  let  me  say  that 
we  have  no  troops  in  Communist  coun¬ 
tries,  and  we  have  no  status  of  forces 
treaties  with  them,  nor  any  executive 
agreements.  Therefore,  our  soldiers 
would  not  be  tried  under  Communist  law. 

If  I  were  debating  this  question  as  a 
question  of  constitutional  law - 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  a  point  straightened  out. 
How  does  the  Senator  know  what  execu¬ 
tive  agreements  are  in  existence?  No 
one  else  does. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  been  investigating 
the  subject  as  a  member  of  a  special  sub¬ 
committee.  So  far  as  I  know,  we  have 
no  executive  agreements  with  Commu¬ 
nist  countries,  and  we  have  no  troops  in 
Communist  countries. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Does  the  Senator 
mean - 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Who  has  the  floor?  I 
thought  the  Senator  from  Indiana  had 
the  floor. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  The  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  yielded  the  floor. 

Mr.  WELKER.  He  did  not  yield  the 
floor. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  yielded  only  for  a 
question.  All  I  wish  to  know  is.  How 
can  we  find  out  from  the  executive  de¬ 
partment  of  Government  what  executive 
agreements  are  in  existence? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  I  assumed 
that  the  Senator  from  Indiana  had 
yielded  the  floor,  and  that  I  was  recog¬ 
nized  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Very  well.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  may  have  the  floor.  I  yield  the  floor. 


Mr.  ERVIN.  If  we  were  engaged  in 
the  discussion  of  a  question  of  constitu¬ 
tional  law,  and  if  that  were  the  primary 
question  before  us,  I  would  frankly  con¬ 
cede  that  I  have  some  misgivings  about 
the  Status  of  Forces  Treaty.  But  wheth¬ 
er  the  Status  of  Forces  Treaty  is  valid 
or  not  valid  under  the  Constitution  is  not 
the  question  we  are  now  called  upon  to 
decide.  That  is  a  question  primarily  for 
the  courts.  The  treaty  was  approved  by 
the  Senate.  Either  the  Status  of  Forces 
Treaty  or  similar  executive  agreements 
are  in  force  in  60  nations — practically 
every  nation  allied  with  us  in  our  fight 
against  communism.  Every  nation  in 
which  we  have  soldiers  is  governed  by 
similar  laws. 

This  amendment  reminds  me,  in  its 
effect  on  national  defense,  of  a  little 
poem  which  we  recite  down  in  North 
Carolina: 

Mother,  may  I  go  out  to  swim? 

Yes,  my  darling  daughter. 

Hang  your  clothes  on  a  hickory  limb 
But  don’t  go  near  the  water. 

The  amendment  would  say  that  the 
United  States,  which  is  trying  to  make 
itself  militarily  strong  by  this  Reserve 
Act,  cannot  fight  anywhere  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  except  in  the  United 
States.  That  would  be  the  situation  if 
the  amendment  were  adopted. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Not  until  I  finish.  Then 
I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  my  friend. 

If  this  amendment  were  adopted  and 
the  Russians  were  to  invade  western  Eu¬ 
rope  today,  the  United  States  could  not 
send  a  single  soldier  from  this  country 
then  to  aid  our  own  soldiers  or  our  allies 
to  fight  communism.  The  hands  of  the 
United  States  would  be  tied.  In  effect, 
we  would  be  saying  to  our  enemies,  “The 
only  place  these  reservists  or  any  other 
American  soldier  not  now  abroad  can 
fight  you  is  on  American  soilJ’ 

If  we  must  fight  communism,  I  am  in 
favor  of  doing  so  on  foreign  soil.  I  want 
no  wars  in  America.  I  will  not  be 
bothered  with  any  scruples  as  to 
whether  everything  is  constitutional 
when  it  comes  to  fighting.  If  we  must 
fight,  I  want  to  fight  on  foreign  soil, 
rather  than  on  American  soil. 

If  we  want  to  tie  the  hands  of  the 
United  States  or  to  render  this  bill  use¬ 
less,  then  let  us  vote  for  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Indiana.  But  if  we  wish 
to  strengthen  America  so  that  she  can 
fight  on  foreign  soil  rather  than  on  our 
own  doorstep,  then  we  should  vote  down 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  WELKER  and  Mr.  JENNER  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  noted  what  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  had  to  say  with  respect 
to  executive  agreements  relating  to 
Yugoslavia.  The  Senator  knows,  does 
he  not,  that  we  have  given  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  to  Tito,  the  head  of 
the  Government  of  Yugoslavia? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  do  not  know  how  much, 
but  I  know  we  have  given  Yugoslavia  a 
sight  of  money. 
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Mr.  WELKER.  Yes;  it  is  more  than 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  would  have  liked 
to  give  them. 

I  should  like  to  ask  another  question. 
How  would  we  be  hurt  by  protecting  our 
boys  in  Yugoslavia,  in  the  Malay  States, 
or  any  other  place  in  the  world  under 
the  canopy  of  heaven  where  our  armed 
services  are  stationed? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  would  say  that  we 
■would  hurt  those  who  are  already  there 
if  we  refused  to  send  any  Reserves  to  aid 
them  if  the  enemy  attacked.  That  is 
what  the  amendment  would  do. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  not  the  Senator 
believe  that  those  countries  would  be 
glad  to  receive  our  soldiers  even  if  the 
amendment  were  adopted? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  does  not 
know? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  have  not  had  a  con¬ 
versation  with  them  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
does  not  mean  that. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  know  that  if  a  couple 
of  French  soldiers  in  Idaho  or  in  North 
Carolina  committed  a  murder,  under  the 
existing  status  of  forces  treaties  they 
could  be  tried  in  Idaho  or  North  Carolina 
rather  than  in  French  military  courts, 
and  I  am  sure  the  Senator  from  Idaho 
is  glad  that  they  could  be  tried  by  the 
local  courts,  rather  than  by  the  French 
military  courts. 

Mr.  WELKER.  That  is  exactly  where 
the  Senator  and  I  differ.  If  I  were  to 
agree  with  the  Senator,  I  believe  we 
W’ould  lose  the  last  concept  of  our  Con¬ 
stitution.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Sen¬ 
ator  why  our  soldiers  could  not  fight  on 
foreign  soil  if  the  foreign  people  are  the 
loyal  advocates  and  friends  they  are  al¬ 
leged  to  be? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  That  is  not  the  point 
before  the  Senate.  The  point  before  us 
under  the  amendment  is  whether,  if  the 
American  forces  now  in  Europe  were  at¬ 
tacked  by  Russia,  for  example,  we  could 
send  Reserves  or  other  soldiers  over 
there  to  aid  them  or  whether  we  would 
have  to  keep  any  possible  reinforcements 
tied  up  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WELKER.  What  is  wrong  with 
that?  Let  us  consider  the  Mexican  case. 
Let  us  think  about  the  little  boy  from 
Mexico  to  whom  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  referred  so  brilliantly  a  moment 
ago.  Would  that  situation  not  shock  the 
hearts  of  anyone  who  has  been  brought 
up  in  the  cradle  of  liberty,  as  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  North  Carolina 
has  been? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  am  not  concerned  with 
that  now.  I  have  some  misgivings  about 
the  status-of -forces  treaties.  I  do  not 
like  them  too  well.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  do  not  believe  we  should  tie  the  hands 
of  the  2,900,000  Reserves  and  our  other 
Armed  Forces  and  declare  we  cannot  use 
them  anywhere  outside  the  borders  of 
the  United  States,  even  if  the  liberties  of 
all  free  men  in  the  world  are  threatened. 
To  take  such  a  drastic  step,  in  order  to 
test  some  question  of  constitutional  law, 
is,  in  my  judgment,  about  as  sensible  as 
taking  an  atom  bomb  to  destroy  a  mouse. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Is  it  a  drastic  step  to 
protect  the  most  sacred  document  in  the 
world,  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States? 


Mr.  ERVIN.  If  we  prohibit  the  use  of 
our  Reserves  in  foreign  countries - 

Mr.  WELKER.  Why  can  they  not 
fight  in  Europe? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Because  if  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted  we  cannot  send  our 
Reserves  or  any  other  Armed  Forces  out¬ 
side  the  country.  We  have  these  agree¬ 
ments  with  60  other  nations,  and  with 
every  country  that  is  our  ally. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Does  the  Senator  be¬ 
lieve  that  our  allies  should  be  permitted 
to  subject  our  boys  in  uniform  to  cruel 
and  unusual  punishment?  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  does  not  mean  that. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Is  that  a  question? 

Mr.  WELKER.  It  is  a  question.  Does 
the  Senator  believe  that?  Does  the 
Senator  mean  that? 

Mr.  ERVIN.  I  would  say  that  Can¬ 
ada,  France,  England,  Belgium,  and  Hol¬ 
land  are  some  of  the  countries  with 
which  we  have  status  of  forces  treaties. 
I  say  that  we  should  pass  the  bill  and 
strengthen  our  national  defense.  Then 
we  can  bring  up  the  question  in  a  direct 
attack  on  the  validity  of  the  treaties  by 
way  of  a  resolution.  When  one’s  life  is 
at  stake  it  is  very  foolish  for  him  to  argue 
whether  someone  is  trespassing  on  his 
land. 

Mr.  WELKER.  The  Senator  is  as 
much  interested  in  this  matter  as  I  am. 
I  know  him  to  be  a  fine  lawyer  and  in 
intimate  friend  of  mine.  I  note  that  the 
Senator  in  his  illustration  picked  out  the 
countries  which  are  the  best  countries 
wth  whom  we  have  status  of  forces  trea¬ 
ties  in  effect.  The  Senator  did  not  pick 
out  countries  which  inflict  cruel  and  un¬ 
usual  punishment  and  where  our  boys 
are  deprived  of  the  concept  of  constitu¬ 
tional  rights  which  belong  to  every 
American. 

I  still  should  like  to  have  an  answer  to 
my  question  as  to  why  our  soldiers  could 
not  fight  even  if  the  amendment  were 
adopted. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Because  the  amendment 
provides  that  they  cannot  be  assigned  to 
serve  in  any  country  with  which  we  have 
a  status  of  forces  treaty  or  a  similar 
executive  agreement  in  effect.  The 
W’hole  question  about  the  Constitution  in 
a  case  like  this  was  answered  by  Andrew 
Jackson  at  the  Battle  of  New  Orleans  in 
the  War  of  1812,  when  he  broke  into  a 
man's  warehouse  and  took  his  cotton 
bales  to  make  a  breastwork  out  of  them. 
The  man  came  running  out  of  the  ware¬ 
house  and  said  to  Andrew  Jackson,  “I 
want  you  to  surrender  my  cotton  bales. 
Those  bales  of  cotton  are  my  property. 
It  is  unconstitutional  for  you  to  seize 
them.’* 

Andrew  Jackson  said  to  him,  “If  those 
are  your  cotton  bales,  get  behind  them 
with  a  rifle.  After  we  have  defeated  the 
British  we  will  talk  about  the  Constitu¬ 
tion.” 

Mr.  WELKER.  If  it  is  necessary  to 
fly  high  over  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  by  going  back  to  Andrew 
Jackson’s  day,  when  we  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  protect  our  boys,  then  in  my 
opinion,  we  have  reached  a  low  ebb  in 
our  country. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  a  few  brief  observations  on  the 
amendment.  It  so  happens  that  when 
the  status  of  forces  treaties  were  being 


considered  in  the  Senate  I  was  one  of 
those  who  voted  against  them.  I  forget 
how  many  other  Senators  voted  against 
them,  but  I  know  it  was  a  small  number. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Fifteen  Senators  voted 
in  opposition. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  proud  that  I 
was  included  in  that  number.  I  believe 
the  status  of  forces  treaties  are  very  bad 
treaties  for  this  country  to  have  entered 
into.  They  wrere  adopted  in  an  excess 
enthusiasm  and  in  a  spirit  of  good  fel¬ 
lowship,  without  regard  for  the  con¬ 
stitutional  rights  of  the  men  w7ho  are 
taken  into  our  armed  services. 

Every  man  w'ho  follows  the  flag  is  en¬ 
titled  to  have  the  Constitution  follow 
him. 

I  am  perfectly  willing  to  vote  to  with¬ 
draw  from  the  status  of  forces  treaties. 
We  can  do  it  by  adopting  a  resolution 
in  both  Houses  of  Congress  by  a  ma¬ 
jority  vote.  In  that  way  we  can  dis¬ 
sociate  ourselves  from  the  treaties.  We 
can  do  it  forthrightly  and  straightfor¬ 
wardly. 

I  am  very  much  opposed  to  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  do  not  exactly  understand  why 
it  is  presented  in  this  form.  We  have 
status  of  forces  treaties  in  effect  with 
I  do  not  know  how  many  countries.  We 
also  have  other  treaties  in  effect  and 
also  other  arrangements. 

It  has  been  said  that  because  we 
made  a  mistake  in  ratifying  the  status 
of  forces  treaties  we  should  tie  our  own 
hands  and  break  faith  with  the  people 
with  whom  w7e  entered  into  those  treaties 
and  with  whom  we  entered  into  mutual- 
defense  arrangements,  and  leave  our 
forces  already  in  Europe  in  such  a  posi¬ 
tion  that  they  would  be  destroyed  in 
the  event  they  were  attacked,  because 
we  could  not  send  Americans  over  there 
to  their  relief. 

That  is  certainly  not  a  proper  way  to 
approach  the  problem  of  extricating 
ourselves  from  the  status-of-forces 
treaties.  If  there  ever  has  been  a  case  of 
biting  off  one’s  nose  in  order  to  spite 
one’s  face,  the  amendment  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  is  such  a  case. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  if  the  condition  of  a  troubled  peace 
should  remain,  the  problem  of  finding 
replacements  for  the  men  already  in  Eu¬ 
rope  would  arise?  If  we  could  not  send 
men  to  relieve  those  already  on  duty  in 
Europe,  we  would  have  to  retain  those 
who  are  already  over  there,  unless  we 
wished  to  completely  renege  on  our  un¬ 
derstandings. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course  that  is  the 
case.  It  would  be  disastrous  in  any 
event.  It  is  a  very  unusual  approach  to 
the  problem.  We  can  dissociate  our¬ 
selves  from  the  status-of-forces  treaties 
by  means  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  both 
Houses  of  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  even  if  a  country  were 
willing  to  give  us  back  that  which  we 
have  surrendered,  the  right  to  try  our 
men,  until  wre  had  passed  through  an¬ 
other  treaty  process  we  could  not  send 
any  soldiers  there.  The  fact  of  having 
in  effect  a  treaty  containing  provisions 
which  permits  them  to  exercise  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  American  Armed  Forces  per- 
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sonnel.  cnublcs  us  now  to  send  oui  sol* 
diers  there. 

Mr  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  have  here  the 
Congressional  Record  for  July  15,  1953, 
when  the  agreement  was  ratified  by  a 
vote  of  72  to  15.  It  has  apparently  af¬ 
fected  only  the  countries  which  were 
affiliated  with  or  signatories  to  the  NATO 
organization.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing.  I  was  not  an  expert  in  that 
field,  not  being  on  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  and  I  asked  for  a  quorum 
call.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker]  made  a  statement  about  the 
treaty  and  the  effect  it  would  have,  and 
my  conclusions  as  a  lawyer  were  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  those  expressed  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio.  I  stand  ready  to  vote  to 
rescind  that  treaty.  I  do  not  think  it 
was  necessary  at  all.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  think  in  the  long  run  it  will  be 
harmful  to  our  international  relations, 
rather  than  a  help. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  agreed  to,  does  it  not  come  down 
to  the  fact  of  having  2  types  of  boys  in 
our  armed  services,  1  which  we  can  send 
to  this  place  and  the  other  which  we 
can  send  to  another  place?  As  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  said,  we  are  biting  off  our  nose 
to  spite  our  face. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  A  man  is  sent  over¬ 
seas  and  is  left  there  until  a  replace¬ 
ment  is  sent. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNER.  In  answer  to  that,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator,  who  has  had  a  great  deal  of 
experience  on  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  if  he  does  not  believe  that  our 
supposed  allies  wish  us  to  live  under  the 
Constitution  of  this  country?  Does  he 
not  think  that  England,  France,  and 
other  nations  who  wish  our  dollars  and 
our  boys  so  badly  would  be  glad  to  sit 
down  with  President  Eisenhower  and 
say,  “Yes;  we  want  you  to  be  a  consti¬ 
tutional  government;  we  want  your  boys 
to  be  protected  under  your  Constitu¬ 
tion;  we  do  not  want  them  subject  to 
decapitation,  castration,  the  guillotine, 
and  so  forth’’?  If  not,  would  they  not 
be  pretty  weak  reeds  to  lean  upon? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  stated  I  would  vote  for  a  resolu¬ 
tion  to  rescind  the  treaty.  That  is  the 
orderly  approach,  rather  than  this 
amendment  which  would  endanger  the 
lives  of  American  boys  who  have  been 
overseas - 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  know  the  Senator’s 
honest  belief.  I  know  he  is  willing  to  do 
exactly  what  he  has  said.  I  have  ad¬ 
mitted  that  this  is  not  exactly  the  proper 
approach,  but,  certainly,  I  think  it  is 
time  Congress  should,  under  the  Consti¬ 
tution,  call  the  attention  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  to  the  fact  that  this  must  be  done,' 
and  it  can  be  done.  If  other  nations 
want  our  billions  of  dollars,  if  they  want 
our  equipment  and  our  boys,  surely  they 


will  leave  us  our  Constitution  under 
which  to  live. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  protect  the  Constitution,  and  I  shall 
do  so  as  a  Member  of  this  body,  but  I 
cannot  think  of  anything  which  would 
so  put  us  astride  of  2  barrels,  1  foot  on  1 
and  1  foot  on  the  other,  with  the  barrels 
rolling  in  opposite  directions  and  making 
us  come  a  cropper. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana.  On 
this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  ERVIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner  1.  The  yeas  and 
nays  having  been  ordered,  the  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore], 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green]  ,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefauver],  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan],  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray], 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Neely]  are  absent  on  official  bus¬ 
iness. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  be¬ 
cause  of  illness. 

I  further  announce  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefauver],  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely] 
would  each  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  is  absent  on  official  business  for 
the  Subcomminttee  on  Juvenile  Delin¬ 
quency. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Potter]  are  detained  on  official 
business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  14, 
nays  70,  as  follows: 


yeas— 14 


Barrett 

Hruska 

Mundt 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

Carlson 

Langer 

Welker 

Curtis 

Malone 

Young 

Goldwater 

McCarthy 

NAYS— 70 

Aiken 

Bricker 

Clements 

Ailott 

Bridges 

Cotton 

Anderson 

Bush 

Daniel 

Barkley 

Butler 

Dirksen 

BeaU 

Byrd 

Douglas 

Bender 

Case,  N.  J. 

Duff 

Bennett 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Dworshak 

Bible 

Chavez 

Eastland 

Ellender 

Kuchel 

Robertson 

Ervin 

Lehman 

Russell 

Frear 

Long 

Saltonstall 

Fulbright 

Magnuson 

Scott 

Hayden 

Mansfield 

Smathers 

Hennings 

Martin,  Iowa 

Smith,  Maine 

Hickenlooper 

Martin,  Pa. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Hill 

McNamara 

Sparkman 

Holland 

Millikin 

Stennis 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Symington 

Ives 

Morse 

Thurmond 

Jackson 

Neuberger 

Thye 

Johnston,  S.  C.  O'Mahoney 

Watkins 

Kerr 

Pastore 

Williams 

Kilgore 

Payne 

Knowland 

Purtell 

NOT  VOTING— 

-12 

Flanders 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Murray 

George 

Kefauver 

Neely 

Gore 

Kennedy 

Potter 

Green 

McClellan 

Wiley 

So  Mr.  Jenner's  amendment  was  re- 
jected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute  is  open  to  further  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  the  attention  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee.  The  Senator 
from  Georgia  will  recall  that  a  few 
minutes  ago  we  were  discussing  an  ex¬ 
ample  of  the  problems  of  certain  Air 
Force  officer  candidate  school  graduates. 
I  find  there  are  a  considerable  number 
of  similar  examples  of  young  men, 
graduates  of  an  Air  Force  officer  candi¬ 
date  school,  who  must  now  be  subject 
to  induction  into  the  Army,  unless  an 
appropriate  amendment  is  adopted. 
The  chairman  of  the  committee  sug¬ 
gested  that  if  I  would  draft  an  amend¬ 
ment  covering  the  situation,  he  would 
give  it  consideration. 

I  have  prepared  such  an  amendment. 
It  is  designed  to  provide  the  same  rule 
for  officer  candidate  school  graduates 
as  ROTC  graduates  insofar  as  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  training  program  is 
concerned.  If  my  amendment  becomes 
law,  it  will  correct  a  serious  inequity  that 
now  exists  in  the  program  of  the  Air 
Force. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
familiar  with  the  drafted  amendment. 
It  seems  that  something  should  be  done, 
not  only  with  reference  to  the  Air  Force 
officer  candidate  school,  but  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  other  officer  training  schools.  I 
am  willing  to  take  the  amendment  to 
conference. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  send  the  amendment 
to  the  desk,  and  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  by  the  clerk. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed,  on  page  27,  after  line  3,  to  insert 
the  following  language: 

(C)  Clause  (a)  of  the  first  sentence  of 
section  6  (d)  (1)  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
inserting,  immediately  after  the  words  “of¬ 
ficer  procurement  programs  of  the”,  the 
words  “Air  Force”. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Morse], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  The  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee,  as  well  as 
the  Senator  from  Idaho,  voted,  on  July 
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15.  1953,  along  with  other  colleagues, 
against  the  ratification  of  the  Status  of 
Forces  Treaty.  It  is  possible,  because  of 
the  situation  which  arose  as  a  result  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Indiana,  that  there  will  be  a  wrong 
interpretation  placed  upon  the  vote 
which  rejected  that  amendment.  From 
the  observations  which  were  made  by 
many  of  those  who  participated  in  the 
brief  debate  on  the  amendment,  and  also 
because  of  the  fact  that  most  of  the  15 
Members  who  voted  against  ratification 
of  the  treaty  on  July  15,  1953,  today 
voted  against  the  amendment,  I  am  sure 
it  is  apparent  there  will  inevitably  be 
some  confusion.  But  on  the  basis  of  the 
comments  made  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  committee,  I  think  steps 
should  be  initiated  to  see  whether  the 
treaty  can  be  abrogated,  because  un¬ 
doubtedly  there  is  overwhelming  senti¬ 
ment  in  this  country  today  against  sub¬ 
jecting  American  boys  who  serve  in  the 
Armed  Forces  overseas  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  courts  in  foreign  countries  for 
criminal  violations  or  offenses. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator’s  statement.  In  my  opinion,  the 
majority  of  the  people  were  opposed  to 
the  treaty.  I  do  not  believe  the  matter 
is  very  acute  yet  because  of  the  general 
fashion  in  which  it  has  been  handled 
up  to  date.  When  the  foreign  countries 
start  applying  the  treaty  to  some  of  our 
boys,  no  doubt  there  will  be  consider¬ 
able  public  outcry.  However,  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee,  which  would  handle  a  resolution 
to  abrogate  the  treaty. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  names 
of  the  15  Senators  who  voted  against 
ratification  of  the  status-of-forces  treaty 
be  inserted  in  the  Record  a*  this  point, 
showing  that  they  were  against  enter¬ 
ing  into  any  agreement  such  as  that. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  names 
of  the  Senators  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

Bricker,  Dirksen,  Dworshak,  Freak,  Jen- 
ner.  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  Long, 
Malone,  McCarran,  McCarthy,  Russell, 
Schoeppel,  Smathers,  Welker,  and  Wil¬ 
liams. 

Mr.  DANIEL  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Texas  was  absent 
on  official  business  when  the  status-of- 
forces  treaty  was  approved,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  my  position  appear 
at  the  end  of  the  list  of  Senators  who 
voted  against  the  treaty,  showing  that  I 
was  opposed  to  the  treaty  and  would 
have  voted  against  it  had  I  been  present. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  my  respects  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell],  who,  in  my  opinion,  has  han¬ 
dled  the  bill  magnificently.  Perhaps  this 
may  be  considered  as  a  political  speech, 
but  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  I  have  been  going  to  politi¬ 


cal  conventions  every  4  years  since  1924, 
and  when  a  convention  is  held  in  New 
York,  Chicago,  Philadelphia,  or  any 
other  large  city,  I  become  tired  of  hear¬ 
ing  that  someone  below  the  Mason- 
Dixon  line  cannot  be  elected  President. 
I  say  this  in  all  sincerity.  If  we  have 
good  people  in  the  United  States,  and  the 
country  is  united  within  the  continental 
United  States,  why  cannot  a  person  from 
below  the  Mason-Dixon  line  be  elected 
President?  I  am  here  in  the  Senate 
through  the  kindness  of  the  people  of 
New  Mexico.  Believe  it  or  not,  I  would 
not  mind  having  someone  from  below 
the  Mason-Dixon  line  as  President,  and 
I  would  not  mind  if  that  person  were  the 
junior  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
New  Mexico  overwhelms  me,  and  I  am 
sure  he  views  me  through  glasses  that 
are  colored  by  a  friendship  which  has 
existed  since  we  have  been  in  Congress 
together,  a  friendship  which  I  appre- 
preciate  very  much. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
friendship.  I  become  tired  of  hearing 
it  said  that  a  person  from  below  the 
Mason-Dixon  line  cannot  be  elected 
President.  Why  cannot  we  get  some¬ 
one  from  that  area,  who  is  able  and  dis- 
guished,  as  is  the  junior  Senator  from 
Georgia,  elected  President?  I  am  for 
him. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  Mr.  President,  I 
had  intended  to  make  extended  remarks 
on  the  bill,  but  because  of  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  I  shall  not  do  so.  I  do  de¬ 
sire  to  say  to  the  Senate,  however,  that 
the  pending  bill  is  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  pieces  of  legislation  which  has 
come  before  the  Senate  during  this  ses¬ 
sion.  I  should  like  to  take  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  congratulate  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  for  the  able  and  fair  manner  in 
which  he  held  the  hearings,  and  also 
for  the  masterful  manner  in  which  he 
has  handled  the  bill  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  today.  I  do  not  believe  I  have 
ever  seen  any  piece  of  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  handled  in  a  more  skillful  manner 
than  this  bill  has  been  handled  by  the 
Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  THURMOND.  The  bill  contains 
some  provisions  which  I  think  can  be 
ironed  out  in  free  conference,  and 
which  I  believe  should  be  ironed  out 
there.  I  have  discussed  them  with  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  and  I  am  very 
hopeful  that  that  will  be  done. 

Taking  the  bill  as  a  whole,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  believe  it  is  a  practical,  work¬ 
able  one.  It  might  have  been  improved; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  feel  that  the 
bill  will  enable  the  armed  services  to  go 
forward  and  give  our  country  a  first- 
class  Reserve — something  we  have  never 
had  in  all  our  history. 

Back  in  1917,  Lenin,  the  father  of 
Communism,  stated  that  the  aim  of  the 
Soviets  was  to  be  the  grave  diggers,  the 
heirs,  and  the  successors  of  the  other 
governments  of  the  world.  The  Soviets 
have  followed  that  policy.  Since  World 
War  H,  15  countries,  with  800  million 
people,  have  been  taken  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain. 


There  is  no  question  that  America 
must  remain  strong.  The  only  way  we 
can  avoid  attack,  the  only  way  the 
United  States  can  survive,  is  to  remain 
strong.  The  only  language  a  dictator 
understands  is  the  language  of  force; 
and  we  must  remain  strong  if  we  are  to 
survive  as  a  nation. 

There  are  only  two  ways  by  which  we 
can  keep  our  country  strong.  One  is  to 
have  a  large  and  expensive  Regular  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment.  The  other  is  to  have 
a  Regular  Military  Establishment  of  rea¬ 
sonable  size,  backed  up  by  a  large,  com¬ 
bat  Ready  Reserve.  I  am  confident  that 
the  latter  method  is  the  American  way 
and,  further,  that  it  will  give  us  the  most 
economical  and  best  defense. 

Today,  we  have  planes  which  will  fly 
faster  than  sound.  Today,  a  bomber  can 
fly  from  Moscow  to  Los  Angeles  in  10  M> 
hours,  from  Moscow  to  Chicago  in  7  yz 
hours,  and  from  Moscow  to  Washington 
in  8  y2  hours ;  and  faster  planes  are  being 
built  every  day.  Today,  a  bomber  can 
bomb  New  York  City,  Philadelphia, 
Baltimore,  and  Washington  within  a  to¬ 
tal  of  22  minutes.  Certainly  we  realize 
how  close  together  the  countries  of  the 
world  now  are.  Today,  the  United  States 
and  the  other  nations  of  the  world  are 
living  very  close  together,  indeed. 

So  it  is  essential  that  we  keep  the 
United  States  of  America  strong.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  way  for  us  to  do  so  is  to 
have  a  large,  combat  Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  President,  our  economy  will  not 
stand  the  expense  of  the  maintenance  of 
a  Regular  Military  Establishment  of  the 
size  which  would  be  required  to  keep 
America  strong  militarily.  Therefore, 
the  sensible  and  the  practical  way  for  us 
to  proceed  is  to  have  a  Regular  Military 
Establishment  of  reasonable  size,  backed 
up  by  a  large,  combat  Ready  Reserve.  I 
am  pleased  that  the  sentiment  of  the 
Senate  seems  to  be  in  favor  of  the  pass¬ 
age  of  the  pending  bill.  I  hope  it  will  be 
passed  promptly. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  close,  I  should 
like  to  take  this  opportunity  also  to  con¬ 
gratulate  a  member  of  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  for  his  fine  work  on  this  bill. 
I  refer  to  Mr.  Carter  L.  Burgess.  Mr. 
Burgess  is  a  graduate  of  Virginia  Mili¬ 
tary  Institute  and  is  a  native  of  Vir¬ 
ginia;  but  for  several  years  before  he 
came  to  Washington,  he  was  connected 
with  the  University  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  Burgess  has  been  the  main  cog  in 
the  wheel — to  use  a  common  expres¬ 
sion — in  connection  with  the  handling 
of  this  Reserve  bill  in  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment.  At  this  time  I  wish  to  have 
the  record  show  that  this  tribute  is  paid 
to  him  because  he  has  done  a  magnificent 
job  in  working  out  the  details  of  the  bill. 
He  has  given  to  it  hours  and  hours  of 
work,  and  has  spent  long  nights  on  it.  I 
feel  that  no  one  has  contributed  more  to 
the  bill  than  has  Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  by  means 
of  the  enactment  of  this  bill,  we  shall  be 
taking  a  long  step  forward  in  terms  of 
providing  a  preparedness  program  for 
the  United  States.  We  cannot  say  how 
the  Military  Establishment  is  going  to 
administer  the  bill;  we  cannot  guarantee 
that.  But  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
if  the  bill  is  administered  properly,  we 
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shall  have  a  strong  Reserve,  which  is  so 
essential  to  the  protection  and  the  sur¬ 
vival  of  the  United  States  in  this  critical 
period  of  history. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment,  as  amended. 

Mr.  DANGER.  Mr.  President,  to  the 
committee  amendment,  I  offer  the 
amendment  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  end 
of  the  committee  amendment,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  a  new  section,  as  follows: 
Amendments  to  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954 

Sec.  — .  (a)  Section  1  (a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (relating  to  tax  on 
individuals)  is  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  that  portion  of  the  table  contained  there¬ 
in  which  follows: 

“Over  $20,000  but  not  $7,260  plus  51  per- 
over  $22,000.  cent  of  excess  over 

$20,000.” 

and  inserting  in  lieu  there  of  the  following: 
"Over  $22,000  but  not  $8,380  plus  59  per- 
over  $25,000.  cent  of  excess  over 

$22,000. 

“Over  $25,000 _  100  percent  of  excess 

over  $25,000.” 

(b)  Section  1  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  (relating  to  tax  on  heads  of 
households)  is  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  that  portion  of  the  table  contained 
therein  which  follows: 

“Over  $20,000  but  not  $6,260  plus  47  per- 
over  $22,000.  cent  of  excess  over 

over  $20,000.” 

and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
“Over  $22,000  but  not  $7,200  plus  49  per- 
over  $25,000.  cent  of  excess  over 

$22,000. 

“Over  $25,000 _  100  percent  of  excess 

over  $25,000.” 

(c)  Section  531  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  (relating  to  tax  on  corporations 
improperly  accumulating  surplus)  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  531.  Imposition  of  tax. 

“In  addition  to  the  other  taxes  imposed  by 
this  chapter,  there  is  hereby  imposed  for 
each  taxable  year  upon  the  taxable  income 
of  every  corporation  accumulating  earnings 
and  profits  instead  of  dividing  or  distribu¬ 
ting  such  earnings  and  profits  a  tax  equal 
to  100  percent  of  its  accumulated  taxable 
income.” 

(d)  The  amendments  made  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  apply  only  to  taxable  years  begin¬ 
ning  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order,  namely,  that  the 
amendment  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  to  the  committee 
amendment  is  not  in  order,  for  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  United  States  is  specific 
in  providing  that  all  revenue  legislation 
must  originate  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  On  that  constitutional  point, 
I  make  the  point  of  order  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota — a  revenue  amendment  offered 
by  him  to  the  committee  amendment — 
is  not  germane  to  it. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  is  a  very  simple  one;  it  merely 
provides  that  if  the  boys  of  the  country 
are  drafted,  the  wealth  of  the  country 
can  also  be  drafted,  and  that  any 
amount  in  excels  of  $25,000  that  anyone 


earns  in  any  particular  year  can  be  taken 
by  the  Government.  So  the  amendment 
is  a  very  simple  one,  and  is  perfectly  in 
order,  because  if  we  have  2,900,000  of 
our  young  men  in  the  Reserve,  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  money  will  be  re¬ 
quired  in  order  to  pay  them;  and  my 
amendment  provides  a  very  simple  way 
of  paying  those  2,900,000  men. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield 
to  me? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
think  the  amendment  submitted  by  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  has  a  great  deal  of 
merit.  If  I  correctly  recall,  the  same 
amendment  was  offered  about  6  years 
ago,  and  at  that  time  was  held  germane. 
I  recall  that  because  I  offered  a  simi¬ 
lar  amendment  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  at  that  time  it  was  not 
held  germane  in  that  body,  but  it  was 
held  germane  in  this  body.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  right.  If 
we  are  to  take  men,  we  had  better  take 
excess  dollars,  too. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  may  we  have  a  ruling 
on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  discuss  for  a  moment  the  point  of 
order. 

The  amendment  is  unconstitutional, 
but  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate  that 
does  not  make  it  out  of  order.  If  it  were 
adopted,  the  House  of  Representatives 
would  not  receive  the  bill,  because  of  the 
constitutional  provision  that  revenue 
measures  must  originate  in  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

There  may  be  a  germ  of  goodness  in 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  but  it  is  unconstitutional. 
However,  in  order  that  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  may  be  observed,  it  is  not  subject 
to  a  point  of  order.  The  Senate  can 
pass  an  unconstitutional  act  if  it  sees  fit 
to  do  so,  but  that  does  not  make  it,  under 
the  rules,  subject  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Under 
the  procedure  of  the  Senate,  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  constitutionality  of  a  measure 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  itself 
for  a  decision. 

The  question  is,  Is  the  amendment  in 
order?  (Putting  the  question.] 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  Mr.  Langer’s  amendment 
was  held  to  be  not  in  order. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Record  show  that, 
had  I  had  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  the 
substance  of  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota,  I  would  have  voted  in  favor  of 
the  amendment.  I  remember  that  when 
I  was  somewhat  younger  than  I  am  now, 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  talk  in  this 
country  about  drafting  money  as  well  as 
men.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  offered  a  reasonable 
amendment,  from  a  standpoint  of  fair¬ 
ness  and  consistency. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
committee  amendment,  as  amended,  is 
open  to  further  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendment  to  be  pro- 
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posed,  the  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  committee  amendment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  of  the 
amendment  and  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  having  been  read  the  third  time, 
the  question  is,  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  JENNER  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  Present. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  senior  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George],  I  am  informed  that,  if  present 
and  voting  he  would  vote  “yea.”  If  I 
were  at  liberty  to  vote  I  would  vote 
“nay.”  I  therefore  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  Present. 

The  legislative  clerk  resumed  and  con¬ 
cluded  the  call  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  George], 
the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gore], 
the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Kefauver],  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan],  the 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Murray], 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  are  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate  be¬ 
cause  of  illness. 

I  further  announce  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
I  Mr.  Kefauver],  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  and  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely] 
would  each  vote  “Yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley] 
is  absent  on  official  business  for  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Juvenile  Delinquency. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Potter]  are  detained  on  official 
business.  a 


The  result  was  announced — yeas  80, 
nays  1,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 80 


Aiken 

Cotton 

Ives 

Allott 

Curtis 

Jackson 

Anderson 

Daniel 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Barkley 

Dirksen 

Kerr 

Barrett 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Beall 

Duff 

Knowiand 

Bender 

Dworshak 

Kuchel 

Bennett 

Eastland 

Lehman 

Bible 

Ellender 

Long 

Bricker 

Ervin 

Magnuson 

Bridges 

Frear 

Malone 

Bush 

Fulbright 

Martin,  Iowa 

Butler 

Goldwater 

Martin,  Pa. 

Byrd 

Hayden 

McCarthy 

Capehart 

Hennings 

McNamara 

Carlson 

Hiekenlooper 

Millikin 

Case,  N.  J. 

Hill 

Monroney 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Holland 

Morse 

Chavez 

Hruska 

Mundt 

Clements 

Humphrey 

Neuberger 
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O'Mahoney 

Pastore 

Payne 

PurteU 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 


Thurmond 

Thye 

Watkins 

Welker 

Williams 

Young 


Scott 
Smathers 
Smith,  Maine 
Smith,  N.  J. 

Sparkman 
Stennis 
Symington 

NAYS— 1 
Langer 

ANSWERED  "PRESENT”— 2 
Jenner  Schoeppel 


NOT  VOTING— 13 


Flanders 

George 

Gore 

Green 

Johnson,  Tex. 


Kefauver 

Kennedy 

Mansfield 

McClellan 

Murray 


Neely 

Potter 

Wiley 
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So  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  was  passed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
printed  in  the  form  in  which  it  passed 
the  Senate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  its  amend¬ 
ments,  request  a  conference  thereon  with 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that 
the  Chair  appoint  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Russell, 
Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Saltonstall, 
and  Mr.  Bridges  conferees  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 


ORDER  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  TO 
MONDAY 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Sen¬ 
ate  completes  its  business  today  the  Sen¬ 
ate  stand  in  adjournment  until  noon  on 
Monday  next. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


STATUS  OF  CARFER  ATTORNEYS 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  1  week  ago  today  it  be- 
same  my  duty  as  chairman  of  the  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  to 
acquaint  the  Senate  with  a  ruling  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  which  ./Was 
either  utterly  ridiculous  or  deliberately 
designed  to  remove  certain  positions 
from  the  career  service  and  make  them 
available  for  political  purposes. 

The  ruling  referred  to  was  put  into 
effect  on  January  24,  1955i'  and  had  the 
effect  of  taking  away  the-status  of  career 
attorneys  when  their  positions  or  titles 
were  changed  in  any  ftianner.  The  rul¬ 
ing  applied  to  veterans  and  nonveterans 
alike.  / 

As  pointed  out  in  my  statement  last 
week,  the  matter  was  first  called  to  the 
attention  of  Philip  Young,  Chairman  of 
the  Civil  Service  Commission,  on  March 
31.  His /'office  was  contacted  weekly 
since  tbdt  date  in  an  effort  to  obtain 
correction  of  the  ruling.  These  efforts 
proved  futile  until  public  attention  was 
fochsed  on  the  matter  here  in  the  Senate 
la^t  week. 

*  I  am  gratified  to  now  announce  that 
Mr.  Young  has  finally  been  moved  to 
action.  Out  of  consideration  for  the 
morale  of  the  employees  involved,  I  re¬ 


gret  that  he  took  so  long  to  correct  the 
ruling. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  insert  in 
the  Record  Mr.  Young’s  letter  of  July  12, 
1955,  in  reply  to  my  letter  of  March  31, 
informing  me  of  his  belated  decision. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

United  States  Civil  Service  Commission, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  July  12,  1955. 
Hon.  Olin  D.  Johnston, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  United  States 
Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Johnston:  I  regret  the  delay 
j  which  has  occurred  in  giving  you  a  final  an- 
;  swer  to  your  letter  of  March  31  concerning 
Departmental  Circular  789  which  outlined 
the  rights  of  employees  with  civil  service  sta¬ 
tus  serving  in  excepted  positions.  We  have 
now  reached  a  decision  on  this  matter.  It 
has  not  been  an  easy  one  to  make  in  view  of 
the  conflicting  points  of  view  held  by  equally 
serious  and  informed  people. 

Our  decision  has  been  to  maintain  the 
basic  policies  which  we  set  forth  in  the  De-/ 
partmental  Circular.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  feel,  as  you  do,  that  the  application/of 
those  basic  principles  in  certain  situations 
is  unnecessary  and  inequitable.  we  are, 
therefore,  issuing  a  supplement  to  Depart- 
ental  Circular  789  to  that  effect./!  am  at¬ 
taching  for  your  full  information  a  copy  of 
the ''Jpasic  circular  and  an  advance  copy  of 
the  supplement. 

Briefly,  the  present  decision  is  not  to  ap¬ 
ply  the  basic  policies  of  Departmental  Cir¬ 
cular  789  when  there  is  yd  personnel  action 
which  continues  an  employee  in  substantially 
the  same  assignment  although  there  may  be 
a  change  in  grade  ,.br  in  the  classification 
series  of  his  job  as,  a  result  of  reorganization 
or  other  classification  action.  We  feel  that  in 
these  situations''  an  employee  for  all  prac¬ 
tical  purposes^'  continti.es  in  the  same  posi¬ 
tion  and  that  there  has'  been  no  vacancy  to 
be  filled  under  the  procedures  of  the  basic 
circular.  /Employees  in  the  competitive  serv¬ 
ice  continue  in  the  competitive  service, 
therefore,  when  they  are  assigned  to  suc¬ 
cessor  positions  under  these  circumstances. 

I  t^beve  the  decision  now  reached  is  sub¬ 
stantially  that  proposed  in  your  letter. 

/  While  I  have  assumed  above  that  you  are 
familiar  with  the  principles  in  the  basic  cir¬ 
cular,  may  I  take  a  moment  to  relate  several 
of  the  objectives  which  we  sought.  One  of 
the  persistent  problems  of  the  Commission 
has  been  the  confusion  on  the  part  of  em¬ 
ployees  and  agencies  as  to  the  line  of  de¬ 
marcation  between  the  competitive  service 
and  the  excepted  service.  This  has  been 
most  troublesome  in  determining  the  rights 
of  employees  under  the  Lloyd -La  Follette 
Act.  It  has  been  our  primary  purpose  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  clear-cut  distinction  between  com¬ 
petitive  positions  and  excepted  positions  so 
that  employees  may  be  fully  aware  of  their 
rights.  We  believe  that  the  accomplishment 
of  this  objective  is  not  only  good  adminis¬ 
tration  but  also  best  for  the  career  service. 

In  setting  the  line  of  demarcation  we  had, 
of  course,  to  make  sure  that  the  legal  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  Lloyd-LaFollette  Act  by  the 
courts  was  carried  into  practice  in  letter  and 
in  spirit,  and  further,  we  felt  we  should  rec¬ 
ognize  certain  equitable  situations  over  and 
above  the  legal  requirements.  We,  there¬ 
fore,  did  not  and,  in  fact  could  not,  draw  a 
completely  rigid  line.  With  due  regard  to 
the  legal  and  equitable  requirements,  how¬ 
ever,  we  believe  we  have  set  that  line  of 
demarcation  so  as  to  achieve  the  primary 
objective.  Our  action,  we  believe,  will  ulti¬ 
mately  lead,  and  in  fact  has  already  to  a 
limited  extent  led,  to  less  demand  for  excep¬ 
tion  of  positions  from  the  competitive  serv¬ 


ice.  In  this  respect,  I  think  the  principle//’in 
Departmental  Circular  789  should  be/bon- 
trasted  with  the  earlier  principles  which  per¬ 
mitted  certain  benefits  of  the  competitive 
system  to  be  enjoyed  by  agencies/and  em¬ 
ployees  without  the  concurrent  responsibili¬ 
ties  of  a  competitive  merit  systghi — thus  in¬ 
viting  requests  for  exception./ 

In  reaching  our  decision  vye  have  not  been 
unmindful  of  certain  special  problems  rela¬ 
ting  to  attorneys.  However,  we  feel  that 
those  problems  are  not  to  be  solved  by  mak¬ 
ing  a  distinction  between  attorneys  and 
other  excepted  employees  in  these  matters. 
You  recognize,  of  course,  that  this  issue  is 
applicable  to  the^ttorney  situation  only  be¬ 
cause  attorney  /positions  have  been  outside 
the  competitive  service  in  view  of  the  action 
of  the  Congress  in  passing  riders  to  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bills  for  the  last  10  years  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  use  of  Civil  Service  Commission 
funds  for  examining  attorneys.  We  have 
noted  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion/  on  Organization  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Government  and  of  other  or¬ 
ganizations  and  persons  that  attorneys  be 
tinder  a  career  system.  The  Commission  is 
presently  studying  the  Hoover  Commission 
proposals  and  hopes  that  out  of  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  these  and  similar  proposals  by 
the  administration  and  the  Congress,  solu¬ 
tions  to  the  special  problems  of  attorneys 
may  be  found. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Philip  Young,  Chairman. 


PURCHASING  POWER  OR  ECONOMIC 
VALUE  OF  THE  FARM  DOLLAR  , 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  attention  should  be  called 
to  phenomenon  that  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  Benson  is  attempting  to  accom¬ 
plish  during  his  short  but  much  too  long 
a  term  as  a  Cabinet  officer  under  the 
Eisenhower  administration. 

The  phenomenon  to  which  I  refer  is  his 
attempt  to  double  the  value  of  the  farm 
dollar  by  a  cleverly  designed  use  of  words. 

Now,  I  do  not  mean  that  he  has  made 
any  attempt  to  double  the  real  purchas¬ 
ing  or  economic  value  of  the  farm  dollar. 
But  I  do  mean  that  he  has  attempted  to 
double  the  political  value  of  each  such 
dollar. 

How  has  he  attempted  to  accomplish 
this?  How  has  he  attempted  to  expose 
two  sides  of  the  coin  at  one  and  the  same 
time?  This  is  how  he  has  done  it. 

In  the  rural  areas  he  takes  great  credit 
for'  bolstering  farm  prices.  In  Wall 
Street  he  cries  in  anguish  at  the  great 
losses  that  supposedly  result  from  the 
price-support  program  for  our  basic  ag¬ 
riculture  commodities. 

I  guess  I  should  not  be  surprised, 
though,  for  it.  follows  the  true  form  of 
the  present  administration.  ‘Divide 
the  people  and  conquer  the  votes”  is  Mr. 
Benson’s  theory — and  he  is  apparently 
backed  to  the  hilt  by  President  Eisen¬ 
hower. 

Mr.  President,  in  early  June  of  this 
year,  Mr.  Benson  issued  a  statement  to 
the  press  which  was  headlined  "Farm 
Prop  Loss  Tops  Half  Billion.” 

In  the  story,  the  Agricultural  Depart¬ 
ment  reports  that  “it  lost  more  than  half 
a  billion  dollars  in  supporting  farm 
prices  during  the  first  10  months  of  this 
fiscal  year.” 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  statement  may  be  printed 
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in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  re¬ 
marks. 

There  beingKno  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follow^: 

Of  the  total  losses  "of  $563,966,000  referred 
to  in  the  Star  story, '$245,505,000,  or  more 
than  half,  were  donations,  and  this  does  not 
include  an  item  referreckto  as  "other  pro¬ 
gram  losses  (net)”  of  $32,496,000,  which  fig¬ 
ure  includes  $29,723,000  uked  to  increase 
fluid-milk  consumption  in  school  pursuant 
to  section  201c,  Public  Law  439\as  amended. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  incV^ided  in  the 
$245,505,000,  $198,015,000  consisted  of  dairy 
products  which  were  donated. 

I  believe  attention  should  be  calledkto  the 
many  agencies  which  have  participated  in 
the  donations  which  have  been  expo) 
Thirteen  agencies  are  listed,  and  other  aglm- 
cies  accounted  for  $340,000  of  the  total  el 
port  donations  of  $107,292,000.  It  should  alsi 
be  noted  that  our  domestic  donations  include 
$36,746,000  to  schools,  $17,566,000  to  institu¬ 
tions,  $28,031,000  worth  of  commodities  have 
gone  to  needy  persons,  $41,374,000  have  been 
used  for  distress  and  disaster  relief,  while 
$14,496,000  worth  of  commodities  have  gone 
to  the  Veterans’  Administration  and  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  without  reimbursement  to 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  this  is  a  slippery,  mislead¬ 
ing  statement.  More  than  half  the  losses 
reported  by  Mr.  Benson’s  Department 
were  not  because  of  the  support  program 
at  all.  I  had  a  breakdown  made  of  this 
report  by  the  Agriculture  Department 
because  I  thought  the  story  was  mis¬ 
leading  and  unfair.  The  breakdown, 
which  I  submit  for  the  Record,  with  note 


of  explanation,  shows  clearly  that  of  the 
so-called  loss  reported  by  Mr.  Benson’s 
Department  actually  more  than  a  quar¬ 
ter  of  a  billion  dollars  went  for  dona¬ 
tions  in  welfare  and  giveaway  programs, 
both  domestic  and  foreign,  which  have 
absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  the  sup¬ 
port  program. 

For  example,  of  the  huge  "loss,”  as 
Mr.  Benson’s  Department  calls  it,  $29,- 
723,000  went  to  increase  milk  consump¬ 
tion  in  our  public  schools  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  439.  Here  we  have  the 
President’s  ‘‘Cabinet  farmer”  declaring 
that  milk  fed  to  our  city  and  country 
schoolchildren  is  a  loss.  It  is  a  typical 
Benson  trick. 

Other  portions  of  the  so-called  losses 
went  for  food  for  needy  persons,  schools 
and  other  public  institutions,  food  for 
disaster  relief,  and  food  for  our  overseas 
.allies,  including  CARE  and  church  over¬ 
seas  welfare  programs  designed  to  make 
jristians  and  good  citizens  out  of  down- 
iden,  hungry  people. 

I  Wnnot  see  how  Mr.  Benson  has  the 
gall  tb.  call  this  a  loss. 

Mr.  president,  these  things  cannot  be 
chalkedNrp  as  a  loss  resulting  from  the 
support  program.  They  are  investments 
made  by  tfie  Government  as  a  result  of 
laws  passed  by  this  Congress  to  feed  hun¬ 
gry  people,  an$  I  resent  any  implications 
that  the  farm  program  is  to  blame.  Why 
does  not  Mr.  Bepson  issue/a  statement 
to  show  how  many  millions  of  dollars 
the  program  has  saved  the  farmers,  or 
why  does  he  not  telrShdw  many  hungry 
mouths  were  fed  withHhis  food  that  he 


Mr.  President,  I  shall  tell  you  whj 

The  entire  Agriculture  Departnsent’s 
program  of  propaganda  and  sfippery 
statements  is  designed  to  dividoAhe  city 
voters  from  the  farmers.  By/branding 
everything  done  for  the  farmers  a  loss 
and  a  tax  burden,  by  using  the  farmer 
for  a  scapegoat  and  a  sacrifice  on  the 
altar  of  false  economy,  Mr.  Benson  hopes 
to  capture  the  city  vote  under  the  guise 
of  saving  them  money  and  taxes.  He 
preaches  loss,  taxes;  and  pays  other  lip 
service  to  the  city  vote,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  issues  great  promises  to 
the  farmers  and  dashes  about  the  coun¬ 
try  from  one  ^rouble  spot  to  another  fin¬ 
gering  dust  in  the  Dust  Bowl,  dead  trees 
after  freezes  and  fires,  and  boll  weevils 
in  the  cotton  fields. 

I  hope  the  city  people  and  the  farmers 
of  thiZ  Nation  are  not  going  to  fall  for 
Mr.  ^Benson’s  Trojan  horses.  I  think  the 
city  people  know  well  that  the  farmer  is 
still  the  basic  backbone  in  our  economic 
tructure  and  that  when  the  present  ad¬ 
ministration  strikes  at  the  welfare  of  the 
farmers  it  will  in  short  time  be  reflected 
back  to  the  main  streets  of  our  cities. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  a  statement  by  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation,  showing  dis¬ 
tribution  of  realized  program  losses  by 
type  of  distribution  and  commodity  for 
the  fiscal  year  1955  through  April  30, 
1955. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


calls  a  loss? 

17.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Commodity  Credit  Corporation — Distribution  of  realized,  program  losses  by  type  of  distribution  and 

commodity,  fiscal  yeat  1955  through  Apr.  SO,  1955 

[In^tnousands  of  dollars] 


Type  of  disposition 


Sales: 

Export . 

Domestic: 

Regular _ _ _ _ 

Not  storable _ _ _ 

Deteriorated _ _ _ _ . 

Other . . . . 

Other  sales,  including  inventory  adjustments 


/ 


Total  sales. 


Donations:  / 

Export:  / 

American  "Friends  of  Austrian  Children.  A. . 

American  Friends  Service  Committee.  Jl--- . 

American  Jewish  Joint  Distribution  Committee. 
Assemblies  of  God  Foreign  Service  Committee  . 

CARE  . . . Z _ 

Catholic  Relief  Services,  NCWC, 

Church  World  Service. 

International  Rescue  Commit!, 

Lutheran  World  Relief _ 

Mennonite  Central  Committee... 

Unitarian  Service  Commit/fe _ 

United  Lithuanian  RelieFFund. . 

United  Nations  Children's  Fund. 

Other  agencies _ _Z. . 


/ 


Total  export  donanons _ 

Domes!  ic,  Public  Laiiv  439,  amended: 
Sec.  410:  / 


Schools, 
lnstitutj 
Need  arsons. 

See.  407,  i  ress  and  disaster  relief. 

Sec.  202: 

Vagrans’  Administration  and  Defense  Department _ 


Total  domestic  donations. 


Total  donations 
Other  [program  losses  (net) . 


total  program  losses. 


1  Indicates  program  gains. 


T  dfl 
/ 

Barley 

Corn 

Gn^in 

sorgmam 

Oats 

W’heat 

Cotton¬ 

seed 

products 

Dairy 

products 

Flaxseed 
and  lin¬ 
seed  oil 

Other 

192,  524 

6,  668 

9,782 

8,886 

\  946 

87,  872 

35,  733 

20,873 

17,  410 

4,354 

58,  084 

137 

2,  706 

155 

\.592 

6,  396 

3,067 

43,  848 

1,506 

i  3, 323 

22,  512 

1,099 

IS,  470 

32 

\97 

1,  544 

76 

994 

6,  774 

4 

4,  080 

788 

1,  506 

13 

377 

1,284 

204 

120 

!  385 

1.340 

4,787 

66 

881 

213 

208*1 

.  1, 483 

206 

80 

1,032 

618 

285,  965 

7,974 

36. 123 

10, 074 

5, 054 

\«8.  921 

38.634 

64,  801 

20,  024 

4.  361) 

231 

231 

1,884 

264 

1,620 

497 

S.  145 

'352 

95 

88 

12.  817 

\  191 

12,626 

69. 996 

270 

to.  726 

7, 079 

\J75 

6, 304 

'342 

342 

3.  457 

422 

3.035 

231 

2l\ 

210 

252 

S.  252 

128 

\  128 

9,943 

\9, 943 

340 

21 

\  319 

107,  292 

6,116 

101,^6 

36, 740 

36,  746 

17,  566 

17.  566 

28, 031 

28, 031 

41,374 

84 

24, 470 

14, 621 

2,199 

14,496 

14, 496 

138,  213 

84 

24, 470 

14, 621 

2,199 

96,  839 

\- . - 

245,  505 

84 

24, 470 

14,621 

2,199 

6, 116 

198,015 

20 

2,348 

2 

54 

504 

i  1 

2  29,  720 

52 

\  203 

563, 966 

8,078 

02, 941 

24,  697 

7,307 

99,  425 

44, 749 

292,  536 

20,076 

4.\7 

2  Includes  $29,723,000  used  to  increase  fluid  milk  consumption  in  schools  pursuant 
to  see.  201  (c).  Public  Law  439,  as  amended. 


;s=r  H.  R.  7000 


IN  THE  SENATE  0E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

July  14, 1955 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 


AN  ACT 

To  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Eorces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tines  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  -Universal  M-ilitary  -Training  and  Scrviec  Aet  -(03- 

4  St  ah  604) ,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows : 

5  •  -fh)-  Section  4  -(d)-  -(h)-  is  amended  fey  strik-ing  ent  the 

6  words  -eight  years-  and  substituting  in  hen  thereof  the 

7  words  Aix  years-. 

8  -(S)-  Section  4  -(d)-  -fh)-  is  further  amended  fey  adding 

9  at  the  end  thereof  the  fehewinge  —Provided,  however,-  That 

10  any  person  who,-  while  otherwise  subject  to  the  provisions 

11  of  this  Aetj  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 
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shall,-  at  his  request,-  he  entitled  te  a  discharge  m 
aeeordanee  with  regulations  adopted  by  the  Secretary  oi 
Refe  uses  Pro  r  uled  further,  That  a  student  preparing  lor  the 
ministry  hi  a  recognized  theological  er  divinity  sehool  shah 
not  he  required  te  serve  eu  aetive  duty;  active  training  and 
service,  active  duty  for  training  er  inactive  duty  training 
while  hr  sueh  status:  P minded  f  urther,  That  subject  te  rcgu  - 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  concerned  any  person 
enlisting  hr  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Aaval  Reserve;  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Ah  Force  Reserve,  er  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  ter  a  period  el  sh  }rcars,  which  enlistments 
are  hereby  authorized,  must  agree  te  aeeept  aetivc  duty  ler  a 
period  el  two  yearsr  Following  completion  el  sueh  duty,- 
he  shall  be  a  member  el  the  Ready  Reserve  ler  a  period 
which,  when  added  te  the  time  spent  on  active  dutyj  shah 
total  hve  years,  providing  he  participates  satisfactorily:—. 


el 


b  -(e)-  is  amended  by  changing  the  des- 
elause  -(Rf  paragraph  -(A)-  te  clause 


-(C) ,  and  inserting  new  clause  -(E)-  as  follows-: 

-Until  duly  l-j  4-959,  whenever  the  President  finds  that 
the  authorized  strength  el  the  Ready  Reserve  el  the  Army 
Reserve,  Ahival  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve  er  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  he  maintained  at 
the  strengths  deemed  sufficient  by  hmp  he  may  authorize, 


under  sueh 


*s  as  mav  be 


by  the  Score 


3 


shall  net  require  more 
that  volunteers  he 


by  him  -(the  ^ft^tas 
and  frfty 
ami 


1  tary  of  Defense,  which  re| 

2  than  six  months  active  duty  for 

3  accepted^-  within  quotas  te  he 

4  net  te  exceed  a  total  el  two 

5  persons  annually  for  sneh  reserve 

6  any  person  who  has  satisfactorily  eemplcte4  high  sehoel  or 

7  has  reaelic4  the  age  ei  49  years  amt  who  is  nn4er  the  age  el 

8  SO  years  may,  prior  to  the  issuance  el  er4ers  lor  him  to 

9  report  lor  induction,  volunteer  in  the  Army  Eeservc,  larval 

10  Eeservc,  Marine  Corps  Eeserve^  Air  -Force  Eeserve  or  Coast 

11  Cuar4  Eoservcj  or  units  thereof  amt  sneh  persons  shall  he 

12  4eierrcd  from  training  amt  serviee  nn4er  the  provisions  ol 

13  the  Universal  Military  Training  amt  Serviee  Aefr  as 

14  amended,  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 

15  member  ol  sneh  reserve  component  in  accordance  with  see- 

16  tion  S  ol  this  Aetr  Any  person  delerred  under  the  provisions 

17  ol  this  section  shah  remain  liable  lor  induction  until  attaining 

18  the  twenty -eighth  anniversary  of  his  birth  if  he  eeases  to 

19  satisfactorily  participate  in  such  reserve  components-.— 

20  -(4-f  Subsection  €  -fdf  -(4-)-  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 

21  end  thereof  the  following :  ‘-Upon  graduation  persons  who 

22  successfully  complete  the  Army  EOTC,  Uavnl  EOTC-,-  or  Air 

23  Force  EOTC  course  or  the  Marine  Corps  platoon  leaders' 

24  elass  and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve  of 

25  the  appropriate  service-  Thereafter,  such  oersens  in 
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of  Ike  active  forces  requirements  existing  at  that  thney  skak 
ke  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  six 
months  with  tke  service  in  wkiek  commissioned?  Upon  tke 
completion  of  snek  active  duty  for  training  snek  person  skak 
ke  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an  appropriate 
reserve  unit  for  tke  remainder  of  tke  military  obligation: 
Fke  Secretary  of  -Defense  skak  develop  standards  and  regu¬ 
lations  to  require  satisfactory  participation  ky  suck  a  person. 
Failure  to  meet  tkese  standards  may  result  in  kis  commission 
in  tke  reserve  keing  revoked-.-- 

-(A)-  Add  new  subsection  d  -(p)-  as  follows : 

‘  ‘xvotwitlist  anding  any  other  provision  of  tkis  Aety  no 
person  wko  is  konorakly  disekarged  upon  tke  completion 
of  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  enlistment 
or  appointment  under  die  authority  of  subsection  -(e)-y  para¬ 
graph  -(2) ,  clause  -(D)-  of  this  sectiony  which  satisfactory 
service  includes  six  consecutive  months  of  active  duty  for 
traniing  performed  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  ky 
tke  Secretary  of  Defense,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  tkis  Act,  except  after  a  deelara 
tien  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  tke  Congress 
subsequent  to  tke  date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection.  For 
tke  purposes  of  this  Act  tke  words  ‘active  duty  for  trannng- 
mean  full  time  duty  in  tke  active  military  serviee  of  tke 
United  States  for  training  purposes.  Fke  National  Seen- 
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ritv  Training 

•/  O 


sbli  act  in  an  advisory  eapaeity 
to  ike  Secret-ary  ef  Helen  sc  and  tke  President  as  Com- 
mandcr  in  chief,  with  respeet  te  tke  welfare  of  persons  while 


serving  en  active  dnty  for 
this  snhscetion.  Tke 
sien  shall  report  with  r< 
sens  annualh^  te  tke 
dered  kv  tke 


TAT  Oi  v 
Tt7T 


ITT)  f  I  QH 

Ul  JtTiJI 


Training  Commis 
te  tke  welfare  ef  seek  per- 
Tke  advice  and  reperts  ren- 
Trafning  Commission  pur¬ 


suant  te  this  section  shah  he  with  reference  te  tke  welfare 
ef  tke  persons  involved  and  net  with  respeet  te  tke  mili¬ 
tary  training  required:  The  President  is  authorized,  nnder 

oil  a|i  1*1 1 1  A  Q  O  11  f\  yo  Q*  1-T.l  o  f  1  ATI  Q  O  Q  lm  ill  fill  i~i  v  n  n  a  1a  -nvAi^*  /-I  s\ 

tytttTit  i  ttrtLt?  ttxltt  Tv,  iit/iTt?  ttt?  TTt7  nitty  pi  C  olli  itJUy  t\7  [JIUtILUJ 

for  tke  selection  ef  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged  in 
critical  defense  snpporting  indnstries  and  researeh  who  may 
he  allowed^  notwithstanding  their  age  at  tke  time  they 
are  ordered  te  report  for  induction,  te  fulfill  tkeir  military 
ky  serving  en  aetive  dnty  for  training  and  in  a 
for  a  total  ef  eight  years  nnder  tke 
terms  ef  tkis  subsection.-  Notwithstanding  any  ether  pre¬ 
vision  ef  lawy  a  person  while  undergoing  sis  months’  active 
dnty  for  training  provided  for  in  tkis  snbseetion  shaH— 

^-(i)-  he  entitled  te  pay  in  tke  amount  ef  $50  a 
month,  as  well  as  for  any  period  ef  hospitalization  inci¬ 
dent  there!  eq 

“  (ii)-  for  tke  purposes  ef  suksistenee  and  travel  and 
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c  and  title  el  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  el  40407  ns  ainendodj  he  treated  as 
il  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-4  -(-under  lour 
months)  -j  and 

^  /  1  n  \  1  nr|  fi  f  1  A/1  £ /_V  ll  >  q  Cl  ■,>  1 1  |  1  )  hlM-Vtwl  f /\r» 

Mil  J  17  v  v  j  1  t  i  l  l  v  v  l  T tr  t  1 1  v*  U  v  1 1  1 1 1  o  <1111  1 1 171 1/A  U  tttr 

reservists  by  Public  Paw  1-0%  Eighty  first  Congress, 
approved  d-u-ne  2%  1-040  -fO-4  Stah  204)  -(ler  the  pur¬ 
poses  el  which  the  term  -active  duty  ler  training’  shall 
he  considered  te  he  -extended  naval  er  military  sendee’) , 
except  that  he  shah  net  he  entitled  te  the  benefits  el  sec- 
tien  024  el  the  ^National  Service  4he  Insurance  Act  el 
I9  IO7  as  amended,  and  the  autematic  indemnity  cov¬ 
erage  under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  el  1054, 
as  amended^  shall  he  limited  te  thirty  days  alter  sepa 
ration  er  release  hem  the  initial  six  months  el  active 


0  -(g)-  is  amended  hy  adding  the  following 
7  te  he  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  te  read  as 


“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  el  aetivo  duty 
ler  training  pursuant  107  and  as  defined  in  subsection  0  -(pi- 
el  this  Act  shall  he  entit^h  upon  application  ler  re  employ 
meet  within  sixty  days  alter  -(a)-  release  following  satislae- 
tery  completion  el  required  training  er  -fbf  hem  hospitali¬ 
zation  continuing  alter  discharge  ler  a  period  el  net  mere  than 
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six  monthsy  to  ad  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided 
by  Ibis  section  m  the  ease  oi  persons  enlisted  nnder  the  previ¬ 
sions  of  this  tide?  except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a 
po>sltioM  in  aeoordanee  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shad 
not  be  discharged  from  snob  position  withoot  enosm  witlnn 
six  months  after  sneb  restoration/’ 

of  1952  -(d-iibbe  Raw  47 tl,-  Eighty-second  Congress)-  as 
amended,  is  farther  amemled  as  follows-! 

-(4f  Redesignating  snbseetions  -{gfy  4bf7  «nd  -(i f  as 
-fh-fy  -fify  and  -(pA  and  adding  a  now  sabseetion  -(gf  as 
follows : 

“-fe-f  -Unless  otherwise  provided  by  lawy  each  person 
bidaetedy  enbstedy  or  appointed  in  the  A  ctive  Eorees  after 
dnly  2-Ty  4953y  shall  apon  bis  release  bom  aetivc  serviee 
become  a  member  of  the  Ready  ReserveT  thereafter  sneb 
person  may  be  repaired  to  perform  active  ditty  for  training 
or  inactive  doty  training  in  the  following  manner : 

“  (4)-  An  annoal  minima m  of  forty-eight  assemblies 
for  drilly  or 

“  (2)  When  aatboriced  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
concerned?  other  egoivalent  periods  of  training? 
and  in  addition  to  cither  -f4)-  or  -(Af  abovoy  an  annoal  period 
of  active  doty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen  daysA 
a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  re- 
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in  any  of  the 


of  active  doty  fee  training-  of  net  to  exceed  thirty 


■when  able  to  perform  bis  obligation  pursuant  to  tbo  above 


required  to  perform  active  duty  for  training,  without  bis 
eonsent,  for  not  to  cxeecd  forty  -five  days  annuabyr  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  provision  of  kwy  a  person  who  served 
on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  duly  2Ay  -4953,- 
wih  not  be  required,  unless  be  has  agreed  or  may  hereafter 
agree,  to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  in¬ 
active  duty  training  in  the  Ready  ^Reserve.- 

-ffff  Section  208  -(f)-  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  Arpen  bis  requestA 

-fd}-  Subsection  -(qf  as  redesignated  is  amended  by 
deleting  -fgf-  where  it  appears  therein  and  substituting  -(-h)- 
-f4)-  Add  a  new  subsection  fb)-  as  follow-s-: 


U 


fb)-  4-nder 


by  the 
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each  Armed  Fom1  el  the  f-nited  States  shall  provide  ft 
system  el  continuous  screening  el  units  and:  members  el  the 
Ready  Reserve-  te  insure  that — 

4*4  ne  significant  ftltritien  will  occur  te  these 
members  or  units  during  ft  mobilization-;- 

4^4  4rerc  will  be  a  proper  balance  el  military 
skills ; 

44  members  el  the  Reserve  Forces  pessessing  crit¬ 
ical  civilian  skills  will  net  be  retained  in  numbers  be¬ 
yond  tbe  requirements  ler  those  skills  except  ler 
who  have  military  skills  ler  -whieh  there  is  an 
requirement; 

44)  with  due  respect  te  national  security  and  nhli- 

in  eembat-j  and 

“  (c)  members  el  the  Reserve  Forces  whose 
gation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
er  community  hardship  are  net  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

44  Add  a  new  subsection  -(4  fts  follows-; 

44  Finder  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  el  the  Ready  Reserve  may  he  trans¬ 
ferred  te  the  St 


the  provisions  el  section  2R3 


SfiGr  dr  ^ 

H.  R,  7000—2 
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-(a)-  el  tbe  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Aet  el  49A-2  in  lime 
el  warr  or  el  national  emergency  declared  by  Congress, 
after  tbe  enactment  el  lies  amendatory  AetT  members  el 
ibe  Standbv  Reserve  mav  be  ordered  le  active  dutv  onlv 

Selective  Service. 

Se€t  4t  Section  30b  -(b)-  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Ad  of  4053  is  amended  by  striking  tbe  words  Ate  million 
live  hundred  thousand”  and  inserting  tbe  words  -“two 
million  nine  hundred 


SeOt  A  Tbe 


of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 


in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
ley  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 
doty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 
stains  with  payr  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 
Tannery  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
on  the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
■Forees. 

SeGt  A  Section  33T  -(b)-  -f4-(  is  amended  by  deleting 
tbe  period  at  the  end  thereof  and  adding  the  fohowingr 
An  excess  of  AOOAdQO  members  comprised  of  units  and 
■members  thereof  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit 
for  the  purposes  as  serving  as  such”. 
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That  this  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  “Reserve  Forces  Act  of 
1955”. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT  OF 

1952 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  205  (h)  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952  (50  U.  S.  C.  925  (b))  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  words  “one  million  fine  hundred  thou¬ 
sand”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “two  million 
nine  hundred  thousand  " . 

(b)  Section  208  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  redesig¬ 
nating  subsection  (f),  (g),  (h),  and  (i)  thereof  as  subsec¬ 
tions  (g),  (h),  (i),  and  (j ) ,  respectively,  and  (2)  inserting, 
immediately  after  subsection  (e)  thereof ,  the  following  new  , 
subsection : 

“(f)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  l  nited  Stales  Coast  Guard), 
each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  any  armed 
force  of  the  United  States  under  any  provision  of  lair 
after  the  date  which  is  thirty  days  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  who  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Ready  Reserve,  by  reason  of  any  provision  of  lair 
other  than  section  208  ( c)  of  this  Act,  shall  be  required. 
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while  a  member  of  the  Beady  Reserve ,  to  (I )  participate 
in  not  less  than  forty-eight  scheduled  drills  or  training  periods 
and  to  perform  not  more  than  seventeen  days  of  active  duty 
for  training ,  during  each  year,  or  (2)  perform  annually 
not  more  than  thirty  days  of  active  duty  for  training.  Any 
such  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  ( except  any  member  en¬ 
listed  therein  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (C )  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act)  who  in  any  year  fails 
to  perform  such  training  duty  satisfactorily,  as  determined 
by  the  appropriate  Secretary  pursuant  to  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  may  be  ordered,  without 
his  consent,  to  perform  additional  active  duty  for  training 
for  not  more  than  forty-five  days.  If  such  failure  occurs 
during  the  final  year  of  any  period,  of  obligatory  membership 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  such  membership  shall  be  extended 
for  such  time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required 
for  the  performance  by  such  member  of  such  additional  active 
duty  for  training.  " 

(c)  Section  208  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  928)  is 
further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsections : 

“(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President, 
each  Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a 
system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 
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“( 1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization ; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  F orces  possessing  criti¬ 
cal  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  beyond 
the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for  persons  who 
have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  overriding 
requirement; 

“(4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and 
military  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  combat;  and 

“(5)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast 
Guard),  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has  not 
completed  his  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve, 
whenever  the  reason  for  his  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
no  longer  exists 

(d)  Section  233  (a)  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961 
(a))  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow - 
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ing  new  sentence:  “No  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may 
be  ordered  to  active  duty  under  this  subsection  until  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service  has  determined  that  such  mem¬ 
ber  is  available  for  active  duty.” 

(e)  The  proviso  contained  in  section  233  (b)  (1)  of 
such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961  (b)  (1))  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  “Provided,  That  not  more  than  one  million  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  all  reserve  components  may 
be  required  to  perform  active  duty  involuntarily  at  any  time 
unless  the  Congress  shall  have  authorized  the  exercise  of  the 
authority  contained  in  this  subsection  with  respect  to  a  larger 
number” . 

(f)  Section  233  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961)  is 
further  amended,  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  subsection: 

“(h)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  prescribe  any  person  who,  while  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of 
religion  shall  be  entitled,  upon  his  request  to  a  discharge  from 
the  reserve  component  of  which  he  is  a  member.  No  member 
of  any  reserve  component  shall  be  required  to  serve  on 
active  duty,  or  to  participate  in  active  training  and  service, 
active  duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  training,  while  pre¬ 
paring  for  the  ministry  in  a  recognized  theological  or  divinity 
school. 
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( 9 )  Chapter  7  of  part  II  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
inserting,  immediately  after  section  259  thereof,  the  following 
new  section: 

“Sec.  260.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  prescribe,  each  military  department  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  main¬ 
tained  an  accurate  record  of  the  number  of  members  of  each 
class  of  each  reserve  component  who  during  each  fiscal  year 
have  satisfactorily  participated  in  (1)  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing,  and  (2)  inactive  duty  training  with  pay. 

“(b)  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  transmit  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  a  report 
which  shall  contain  an  account  of  the  status  of  training  of  each 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  the  progress 
made  in  the  strengthening  of  the  reserve  components,  during 
the  preceding  fiscal  year.” 

(h)  Part  II  of  such  Act,  as  amended  by  preceding  sub¬ 
sections  of  this  section,  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  chapter: 

“Chapter  8 — Special  Enlistment  Programs 

“Sec.  261  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  shall  prescribe,  any  person  who  is  qualified 
for  enlistment  for  active  duty  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard,  and  who  has  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
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the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  may  be 
enlisted  in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  Air  F orce  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
respectively,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a 
period  of  eight  years.  Each  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  during  such  enlistment  to  perform — 

“(1)  active  duty  for  a  period  of  two  years; 

“(2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  for  a  period  which,  when  added  to  service  ren¬ 
dered  under  paragraph  (1) ,  will  total  five  years;  and 
“(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  enlistment  as 
a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve. 

“Sec.  262.  (a)  Until  August  1,  1959,  whenever  the 
President  determines  that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot 
be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  determines  to  be  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  under  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  under  this 
section  may  be  accepted  only  within  quotas  prescribed  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  specifically  provided,  for  in  annual  appropria- 
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tions  made  by  the  Congress.  No  enlistment  shall  be  accepted 
under  this  section  in  the  Heady  Reserve  of  any  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  if  such  enlistment  would  cause  the  strength  of  such 
Ready  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized  strength  of  such  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(b)  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted 
from  persons  who — 

“( 1)  are  qualified  for  induction; 

“(2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act;  and 

“(3)  have  not  attained  the  age  of  twenty  years, 
hi  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  he  may  prescribe,  may  authorize  the  enlistment  under  this 
section,  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (3), 
of  persons  who  fulfill  the  requirements  of  paragraphs  (1) 
and  (2)  and  who  have  critical  skills  and  are  engaged  in 
civilian  occupations  in  any  critical  defense-supporting  indus¬ 
try  or  in  any  research  activity,  affecting  national  defense. 

“(c)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a 
period  of  eight  years.  Each  person  so  enlisted,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired,  during  such  enlistment  (1)  to  perform  an  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than  three, 
months  or  more  than  six  months,  arid  (2)  thereafter  to  per¬ 
form  satisfactorily  all  annual  training  duty  prescribed  by 
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section  208  (f)  of  this  Act,  except  that  persons  specially  en¬ 
listed  because  of  their  having  possession  of  critical  skills  may 
be  relieved  of  any  obligation  to  perform  the  annual  training 
duty  prescribed  by  section  208  (f).  Each  such  person  shall 
be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as 
he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  and  upon 
the  completion  of  eight  years  of  such  satisfactory  service 
pursuant  to  such  enlistment  shall  be  exempt  from  further 
liability  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  such 
Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency 
made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
subsection. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  any 
person  performing  an  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  under  this  section  shall — 

“(1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any  period 
of  hospitalization  incident  to  the  performance  of  such 
duty,  receive  pay  at  the  rate  of  $50  per  month ; 

“(2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade  E-1 
(under  four  months)  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his 
eligibility  to  receive  allowances  for  subsistence  or  for 
travel  and  transportation ,  or  to  receive  any  benefit 
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under  title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1.949, 
as  amended;  and 

“( 3)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  called  or  ordered  into  active  service  for  extended 
service  in  excess  of  thirty  days  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  eligibility  for  any  benefit  made  available  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  reserve  components  by  the  Act  entitled  ‘An  Act  to 
provide  for  members  of  the  reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces  who  suffer  disability  or  death  from,  in¬ 
juries  incurred  while  engaged  in  active  duty  training  for 
periods  of  less  than  thirty  days  or  while  engaged  in 
active  duty  training,  approved  June  20,  1949  (63 
Stat.  201),  except  that  (A)  no  such  person  shall  be 
entitled  to  any  benefit  under  section  621  of  the  National 
Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and 
(B)  the  indemnity  accorded  to  such  person  under  the 
Servicemen  s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall 
terminate  thirty  days  after  the  release  of  such  per¬ 
son  from  such  initial  period  of  active  duty  training . 
Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  subsection,  no  person 
shall  become  entitled,  by  reason  of  his  performance  of  an 
initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section, 
to  any  right,  benefit,  or  privilege  provided  by  law  for  per¬ 
sons  who  have  performed  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
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“(e)  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
advise  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense ,  and  shall 
report  annually  to  the  Congress,  with  respect  to  the  welfare 
of  persons  performing  initial  periods  of  active  duty  for 
training  under  this  section,  hut  shall  have  no  authority  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  of  such  persons  during  such 
periods. 

“(f)  Any  person  who  completes  satisfactorily  the  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  required  of  him  under  any 
enlistment  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  he  entitled,  upon 
application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (A) 
his  release  from  such  required  initial  period  of  active  duty 
for  training  after  satisfactory  completion  thereof,  or  (B)  his 
discharge  from  hospitalization  incident  to  such  duty  continu¬ 
ing  after  such  release  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  six 
months,  to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by 
section  9  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and,  Service  Act 
for  individuals  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  such  Act,  ex¬ 
cept  that  (1)  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause  within  six  months  after 
such  restoration,  and  (2)  no  reemployment  rights  granted  by 
this  subsection  shall  entitle  any  person  to  retention,  preference, 
or  displacement  rights  over  a  veteran  with  a  superior  claim 
under  the  Veterans  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as  amended. 
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“Sec.  263.  (a)  Within  quotas  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations 
made  by  the  Congress,  each  person  who  has  been  honorably 
released  from  active  duty  of  not  less  than  eighteen  months’ 
duration  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  and  who 
before  July  1, 1957,  is  accepted  in  conformity  with  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  for  assignment  or 
enlistment  under  this  section  as  an  enlisted  member  of  an 
organized  combat  unit  of  the  Beady  Beserve  of  the  Army 
or  Marine  Corps  for  a  period  of  three  years,  shall  be  entitled 
to  receive  a  bonus  in  an  amount  equal  to  the  monthly  basic 
pay  to  which  such  person  would  be  entitled  for  two  months’ 
service  on  active  duty  in  the  grade  in  ivhich  he  is  so  assigned 
or  enlisted. 

“(b)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  prescribe,  any  individual  who  on  the  date  of  en¬ 
actment  of  this  section  is  serving  under  an  enlistment  entered 
into  under  any  other  provision  of  law  in  an  active  unit  of 
the  Beady  Beserve  which  is  designated  under  this  section 
as  an  organized  combat  unit,  may  be  discharged  therefrom 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
reenlistment  in  such  unit  under  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(c)  No  assignment  or  enlistment  may  be  accepted 
under  this  section  in  the  Beady  Beserve  of  any  reserve  com- 
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ponent  if  such  assignment  or  enlistment  would  cause  the 
strength  of  such  Heady  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized 
strength  of  such  Heady  Reserve.  No  member  of  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  may  be  assigned,  enlisted,  discharged,  or 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  under  this  section  without 
the  consent  of  the  governor  or  other  appropriate  authority 
of  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia  concerned. 

“( d)  Any  enlisted,  member  of  any  such  organized  com¬ 
bat  unit  who,  dining  any  year  of  any  period,  of  assign¬ 
ment  or  enlistment  for  which  he  has  received  a  bonus  under 
this  section,  fails  to  perform  satisfactorily  all  training 
duties  prescribed  for  members  of  such  unit,  and  whose  failure 
is  not  excused  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary,  may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to 
perform  additional  active  duty  for  training  for  not  more 
than  forty-five  days.  Jf  such  failure  occurs  during  the 
third  year  of  any  such  period  of  assignment  or  enlistment, 
such  assignment  or  enlistment  shall  be  extended  for  such 
time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required  for  the 
performance  of  such  additional  active  duty  for  training  by 
such  member. 

u(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  ‘organized  combat 
unit’  means  a  unit  so  designated,  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
whose  members  are  trained  for  combat  or  combat-support 
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service  and  are  required  to  perform  satisfactorily  annual 
training  duty  equal  to  that  prescribed  under  section  208  (f) 
of  this  Act” 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

AMENDMENTS 

Sec  S.  (a)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  of  the  Universal)  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App. 
456  (c)  (2)),  is  amended  by — 

(1)  adding  at  the  end  of  clause  (A)  thereof  the 
following  new  sentence:  “No  such  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of 
an  organized  unit  of  the  National  Guard,  and  who 

during  such  service  has  performed  active  duty  for  train- 

« 

ing  with  an  armed  force  for  three  consecutive  months, 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service 
under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  deserve  Forces  Act  of  1955.” ; 

(2)  striking  out  in  clause  (B)  thereof  the  words 
“or  clause  (A)”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  comma 
and  the  words  “or  clause  (A),  clause  (C),  or  clause 
(D)” ; and 

(3)  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
clauses: 

“(C)  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  the 
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enlisted  strength  of  the  Beady  Reserve  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  he  main¬ 
tained  at  the  level  which  he  determines  to  he  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the 
acceptance  of  enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such 
Ready  Reserve  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  authorized  hy  this  clause 
may  he  accepted  only  (i)  within  quotas  prescribed  hy  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  concerned  and 
specifically  provided  for  in  annual  appropriations  made 
hy  the  Congress,  and  (ii)  from  persons  who  have  not 
been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  and 
ivho  have  not  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six 
months.  Any  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  this  Act  so  long  as  he  con¬ 
tinues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  organized 
unit  of  such  Ready  Reserve.  No  person  deferred  under 
the  provisions  of  this  clause  shall  hy  reason  of  such  defer¬ 
ment  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  hy  reason  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section  after 
he  has  attained  the  twenty-eighth  anniversary  of  the  date 
of  his  birth. 

“(D)  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as 
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amended,  each  'person  deferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  clause  (C )  hereof  may  volunteer  to  perform  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  active  duty  for  training  as  provided  hy  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  such  section.  No  such  per¬ 
son  who  has  completed  eight  years  of  satisfactory  serv¬ 
ice  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  Beady  Re¬ 
serve,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed  active 
duty  for  training  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  three 
months  or  more  than  six  months,  shall  be  liable  for  in¬ 
duction  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except 
after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made 
by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  clause. 

“(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this 
Act,  the  President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
he  may  prescribe,  may  provide  that  any  person  enlisted 
or  appointed  in  the  Beady  Reserve  of  any  reserve  compo¬ 
nent  of  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to  authority  con¬ 
ferred  by  this  subsection  or  under  section  262  of  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who 
fails  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such  Ready 
Reserve  may  be  selected  for  training  and  service  and 
inducted  into  the  armed  force  of  which  such  reserve 
component  is  a  part,  prior  to  the  selection  and  induction 
of  other  persons  liable  therefore.” . 

(b)  Section  6  (d)  (1)  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App. 
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456  (d)  (1) )  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  “ Upon  the  successful  completion  by  any  person 
of  the  required  course  of  Instruction  under  any  program  listed 
in  clause  (A)  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such 
person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in  the  appropriate 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  F orces  if  he  is  otherwise 
qualified  for  such  appointment.  If,  at  the  time  of  such  ap¬ 
pointment,  the  armed  force  in  which  such  person  is  com¬ 
missioned  does  not  require  liis  service  on  active  duty  in  ful¬ 
fillment  of  the  obligation  undertaken  by  him  in  compliance 
with  clause  (B)  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such 
person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  with  such 
armed  force  in  the  grade  in  which  he  was  commissioned  for 
a  period  of  six  months.  Upon  completion  of  such  period  of 
active  duty  for  training,  such  person  shall  be  returned,  to 
inactive  duty  and  shall  be  assigned,  to  an  appropriate  reserve 
unit  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section.  So  long  as  such 
person  performs  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  as  deter¬ 
mined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  he  shall  be  deferred  from,  training  and  service  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act.  If  such  person  fails  to  perform 
satisfactory  service  in  such  unit ,  and  such  failure  is  not 
excused,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 


>27 


Defense,  his  commission  may  he  revoked  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  military  department  concerned.” 

(c)  Within  sixty  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Act  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  program  containing  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and 
morals  of  the  members  of  the  Beady  Deserve,  including 
regulations  concerning  the  dispensing  of  alcoholic  beverages 
on  training  establishments,  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the 
several  States. 

(d)  Clause  (A)  of  the  first  sentence  of  section  6  (d) 
(1)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting,  immediately  after 
the  words  uofficer  procurement  program  of  the” ,  the  words 

Air  Force” . 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  July  1,  1955. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  an  amendment  July  14,  1955. 

Attest :  EELTON  M.  JOHNSTOH, 

Secretary. 
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1,  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS,  Both  Houses  received  the  President’s  anhVmtl  report  on  U« 
participation  in  ttye  United  Nations  (H.  Doo,  219)  (pp.  9153y  9231) 


2,  RESERVE  FORCES,  House  conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  7000,  the  reserve 

forces  bill  (pp,  9232,  9231+)*  flenatw  eunferwea  have  not  Ttrh— a++pp;j  nteri. 

3*  LAND  TRANSFER.  Passed  as  reported  H.  R.  1+280,  conveying  certain  sutnjaarginal 
lands  to  Qlemson  College,  S.  C.  (pp,  9235”6)* 

Passed  as  reported  H.  J.  Res.  276,  authorizing  the  Texas  Hill  Cortot  ry 
Development  Foundation  to  convey  certain  land  to  Kerr  County,  Tex.,  and\such 
county  to  convey  a  portion  thereof  to  the  State,  for  extension  work  (n,  9263). 

Passed  as  reported  H.  R,  I+O96,  providing  for  the  disposal  of  public  lands 
within  highway,  telephone,  and  pipeline  withdrawals  in  Alaska  (p0  9261+), 

Passed  without  amendment  S.  1878,  extending  for  five  years  the  authority N 
to  transfer  certain  ARS  lands  to  Miles  City,  Mont.  (p.  9265).  Ready  for ly Gn  * 
Both  Houses  received  a  draft  of  proposed  legislation  from  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  "to  authorize  an  exohange  of  land  at  the  Agricultural  Research 
Center;"  to  Agriculture  Committees  (pp,  915U,  953®) • 


The  Agriculture  Committee  reoorted  without  amendment  H.  J.  Res,  112,  t 
resease  reversionary  rights  to  improvements  on  a  three  acre  tract  of  forme 
FHA  lands  in  Orangeburg  County,  S,  C,  (H.  Rent,  1193)  (p.  9338)* 


i|,  LAUDS,  Passed  with  amendment  S,  1177*  after  substituting  in  the  bill  the 
language  of  H,  R.  lj.308,  which  was  subsequently  laid  on  the  table  (p,  9265), 
The  bill  as  passed  provides  for  the  relief  of  desert  land  entrymen  whose 
entries  are  dependent  upon  percolating  water  for  reclamation. 


FOOD  AND  DRUGS;  ANIMAL  DISEASES.  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  6991,  to 
amend  certain  sections  of  Title  21  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Act  (pp,  9237”&l) • 

A  statement  from  the  USDA  was  inserted  in  the  Record  by  Rep,  Byrnes,  Wis,, 
to  the  effect  that  certain  amendments  were  contemplated  by  USDA  and  would  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee, 


6,  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  Passed  with  amendment  S,  6 lit,  after ‘substituting  in  idle 
bill  the  language  of  H.  R.  3757,  which  was  subsequently  laid  on  the  table. 

The  bill  as  passed  authorizes  GSA  to  donate  certain  property  to  the  American 
National  Red  Cross  (pp.  9261-2),  *  •  • 

■  Rep*  Brooks,  Tex.,  discussed  H.  R.  7227,. to  donate  surplus  property  to 
civil  defense  organizations  (p.  9239)* 


7,  REAL  PROPERTY.  Passed  without  amendment  S’.  2097,  to  authorize  the  transfer 

of  certain  property  for  research  purposes  from  the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation 

to  the  USDA  (p.  926)4.) •  This  bill  will  now  be  sent’  to  the  President. 


V 


8,  SOIL  CONSERVATION.  -The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  .without  amendment  S. 

1167,  to  specifically  provide  for  conservation  payments  to  farmers  who,  in 
«•  order  to  benefit  their  own  lands,  carry'.out  conservation  practices  on  Federal 
lands  (H.  Rept.  1192)  (p.  9338). 


9.  WATER  CONSERVATION,  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R. 
7236,  to  amend  the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestio  Allotment  Act  with  respect 
to  water-conservation  practices  (H.  Rept.  1199)  (p,  9339). 

\ 

10,  MARKETING.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H.  R.  5337,  to 
amendthe  provisions  of  the  Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities  Act,  1930, 
relating  to  practices  in  the  marketing  of  perishable  agricultural  commodities 
(H.  Rept.  1196)  (p.  9338). 


11.  CCC.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendments  H.  R»  7252,  to 

permit  sale  of  CCC  stock  of  basic  and  storable  nonbasic  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  without  restriction,  where  similar  commodities  are  exported  in  raw  or 
processed  form  (H.  Rept.  1203)  (p.  9339). 


12,  RESEARCH;  DISEASE  CONTROL,  The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  th&s  following 

bills  reported  on  Fri.,  July  15:  S.  1166,  to  permit  imports  from  the  British 
Virgin  Islands  into  the  U.  S.  Virgin  Islands  for  slaughter  only,  cattle  and 
poultry  which  have  been  freed  from  tick  infection;  and  S,  1759,  amended,  re¬ 
lating  to  appropriation  of  Federal  funds  for  support  of  agricultural  qxperimen^ 
stations  in  the  States,  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Puerto  Rico  (p.  D723)  • 


13. 


INTERGOVERNMENTAL  RELATIONS.  The  Legislative  Reporting  Staff  has  a  few  coj 
for  lending  and  reference  purposes,  of  study  committee  reports,  etc.,  of 
Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Relations,  as  follows:  "Federal  Aid  to  Air-' 
ports,"  "Natural  Resources,  and  Conservation,"  "Twenty-five  Federal  Grant-in- 
Aid  Programs,"  "Federal  Aid  to  Public  Health,"  "Federal  Aid  to  Highways," 
‘Natural  Disaster  Relief,"  "Payments  in  Lieu  of  Taxes  and  Shared  Revenues," 


House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  RevgBernard  Braskamp, 
D.  D„  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  thtg  guiding  intel¬ 
ligence  in  the  life  of  mdp  and  nations, 
Thou  knowest  our  deepest^  longings  as 
rulers  and  leaders  meet  today  in  solemn 
conclave  to  find  the  right  solution  to  the 
difficult  problems  of  international  rela¬ 
tionships. 

We  are  dependent  upon  TheeXand 
earnestly  beseech  Thee  that  all  w,ho 
assemble  in  Geneva  may  be  inspired  wit 
a  new  sense  of  the  worth  and  dignity  ot 
human  life,  its  origin  and  destiny,  and 
its  glorious  capacities  and  possibilities. 

May  the  power  of  Thy  divine  spirit 
guide  them  in  promoting  and  preserving 
the  great  moral  and  spiritual  virtues  and 
values  of  love  and  mercy,  of  friendship 
and  good  will. 

Grant  that  they  may  courageously 
choose  the  lofty  ways  of  righteousness 
and  justice  and  sincerely  commit  them¬ 
selves  to  the  great  enterprise  of  giving- 
confused  and  baffled  mankind  a  more 
radiant  vision  and  hope  of  peace  on 
earth. 

Hear  us  now  as,  in  a  moment  of  silence, 
we  pray  especially  for  our  President  and 
our  Secretary  of  State. 

To  Thy  name,  through  Christ  Jesus, 
our  Lord,  we  ascribe  all  the  glory. 
Amen. 


Monday,  July  18, 1955 

July  18,  1955. 

The  honorable  the  Speaker, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here¬ 
with  a  sealed  envelope  addressed  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  received 
in  the  Clerk’s  office  on  Friday,  July  15,  1955, 
and  said  to  contain  the  ninth  annual  report 
on  United  States  participation  in  the  United 
Nations,  covering  the  year  1954. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Ralph  R.  Roberts, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


The  faith  of  the  American  people  in 
the  world’s  readiness  for' this  challenge 
have  not  been  disappointed.  The  prog¬ 
ress  in  a  short  space  of  time  has  been 
dramatic.  / 

I  authorized  Ambassador  Henry  Cabot 
Lodge,  Jr.,  to  announce  to  the  General 
Assembly  in  th.e  fall  of  1954  the  intention 
of  the  United  States  to  make  available 
100  kg.  of  fissionable  material  to  assist 
nations  in'  their  own  programs. 

On  December  4,  1954,  the  General  As¬ 
sembly  adopted  a  resolution  entitled  ’‘In¬ 
ternational  Cooperation  in  Developing 
NINTH  ANNUAL  REPORT  ON  the  Peaceful  Uses  of  Atomic  Energy.” 
UNITED  STATES  PARTICIPATION  This  was  done  with  historic  unanimity, 
UNITED  NATIONS — MESSAGE  after  the  rejection  of  Soviet  amend- 


THE  PRESIDENT  OP  T 
ED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  2 


THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  July  14,  1955,  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by 
Carrell,  one  of  its  clerks,  announcec 
the  Senate  had  passed,  with  an 
ment  in  which  the  concurrence*'  of  the 
House  is  requested,  a  bill  of  th?TIouse  of 
the  following  title: 

H.  R.  7000.  An  act  to  provid^ for  strength¬ 
ening  of  the  Reserve  forced  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  insists  upon/ts  amendment  to  the 
foregoing  bill,  rem/ests  a  conference  with 
the  House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  House's  thereon,  and  appoints 
Mr.  RussELy'Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr. 
SaltonstaiA,  and  Mr.  Bridges  to  be  the 
confereeyon  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

COMMUNICATION  FROM  THE  CLERK 
OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 


pEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  which  was 
read,  and,  together  with  the  accompany¬ 
ing  papers  ancNllus  tr  a  t  ions.xv  as  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and 
ordered  to  be  printed:  ^ 

To  the  Congress  of  thp  United  States: 

I  transmit  herewith .  pursuant  to  the 
United  Nations  Participation  Act,  the 
ninth  annual  report  on 'United  States 
participation  in  the  United  Nations, 
covering  the/year  1954. 

In  a  decide  of  trying  years,  the  United 
Nations  Ijas  developed  from  a  blueprint 
for  peace  into  a  living,  functioning 
organisation.  It  was  fitting  that  an  im¬ 
pressive  commemoration  of  the  signing 
of  /he  United  Nations  Charter  10  years 

J°  should  have  recently  taken  place  in\  pr0p0sai  we  will  welcome  the  partici- 
san  Francisco  to  focus  attention  on  the  pation  0f  all  interested  nations  in  these 
accomplishments  and  principles  of  the 
United  Nations. 

I  was  privileged  to  bring  to  this 
gathering  a  special  message  from  the 


ments,  60  to  0. 

By  this  resolution  the  assembly  en¬ 
dorsed  the  establishment  of  an  Interna¬ 
tional  Atomic  Energy  Agency  to  organize 
the  pooling  of  atomic  knowledge  and  ma¬ 
terials  for  peaceful  ends,  and  decreed 
the  holding  of  an  international  techni¬ 
cal  conference  under  United  Nations  aus¬ 
pices  to  explore  the  promise  of  the  atom 
and  develop  methods  for  its  practical 
use.  That  conference — which  may  well 
be  the  broadest  exchange  of  scientific 
and  technical  information  in  history — - 
is  to  begin  August  8  in  Geneva. 

United  Nations’  action  in  this  field 
made  the  atoms-for-peace  project  into 
an  instrument  for  constructive  interna¬ 
tional  progress.  It  reminded  people  the 
world  over  that  the  United  States  is  their 
partner  in  their  search  for  peace  and 
plenty.  It  renewed  also  the  hope  fox- 
real  participation  by  the  Soviet  Union — a 
hope  which  was  central  to  the  original 


Congress  expressing,  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  our  deep 
desire  for  peace  and  our  hope  that  all 
nations  will  join  with  us  in  a  renewed 
effort  for  peace. 

Out  of  the  United  Nations’  many  ac¬ 
tions  in  1954,  the  following  are  of  special 
interest  to  the  United  States,  for  they 
worked  to  the  benefit  of  American  for¬ 
eign  policy. 

1.  ATOMIC  ENERGY  FOR  PEACE 

The  atom  has  unlocked  untold  oppor¬ 
tunities  in  the  world  of  peaceful  progress. 
I  know  of  no  better  way  to  improve  the 
lot  of  mankind  and  raise  its  hopes  than 
by  pushing  ahead  vigorously  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  atom  for  the  purpose 
of  peace.  That  is  why  I  went  before  the 
General  Assembly  in  1953  to  ask  that  all 
nations  apply  their  ingenuity  and  re¬ 
sourcefulness  in  a  program  of  interna¬ 
tional  cooperation  in  this  field. 


activities.  But  we  will  not  slow  the 
wheels  of  progress  if  some  do  not  choose 
to  join  with  us. 

2.  PRISONERS  IN  COMMUNIST  CHINA 

Of  all\the  important  matters  before 
the  United  Nations  in  1954,  none  so 
strongly  engaged  the  emotions  of  the 
American  people  as  the  case  of  the  fight¬ 
ing  men  detained  by  the  Chinese  Com¬ 
munists.  A  historic  47-5  vote  by  the 
General  Assembly  condemned  their  de¬ 
tention  and  directed  Secretary-General 
Hammarskjold  to  leave  no  stone  un¬ 
turned  to  seek  their  release. 

The  limited  success  inched  thus  far 
proves:  the  potency  of  tft^  United  Na¬ 
tions  in  focusing  world  opinion;  the  dip¬ 
lomatic  skill  and  irrepressible,  persever¬ 
ance  of  Mr.  Hammarskjold  in  a  most  dif¬ 
ficult  task;  the  steady  helpfulness  of 
friendly  nations  whom  divisive  propa¬ 
ganda  could  not  frighten  away  from  us; 
and,  by  no  means  least  important,  the 
patience  and  wise  self-restraint  of  oux 
own  people.  May  these  qualities  serve  . 
to  convince  Communist  China  that  it 
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should  end  the  wrongful  detention  of  all 
surviving'  United  Nations  prisoners, 
whatever  their  nationality.  The  pro¬ 
longed  anguish  of  these  men  and  their 
nearest  kin  arouses  the  sympathies  of 
the  civilized  world. 

3.  GUATEMALA 

The  conflict  in  Guatemala  was  closer 
to  our  homeland  thai\  any  other  which 
the  Security  Counsel  ha\  ever  faced.  In 
June  1954,  Guatemalan  'patriots  began 
an  armed  revolt  to  eject  &s  government 
whose  Communist  sponsorship  was  be¬ 
coming  ever  more  obvious  andto  restore 
a  free  government.  \ 

Immediately  the  pro-Ccmmuni£t  gov¬ 
ernment  invoked  its  right  to  be  Heard 
by  the  United  Nations  Security  Council. 
The  Council  met  forthwith.  The  GuahS 
malan  representative  demanded,  with\ 
conspicuous  Soviet  backing,  that  the 
United  Nations  intervene  to  stop  tire 
revolt. 

The  United  States  representative, 
Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  insisted  that  the 
Soviet  Union  “stay  out  of  this  hemis¬ 
phere” — a  restatement  of  the  Monroe 
Doctrine  in  contemporary  terms.  Fur¬ 
ther,  he  urged  the  Council  to  let  the 
proper  regional  body — the  Organization 
of  American  States — deal  with  the  situ¬ 
ation  in  Guatemala  and  neighboring 
countries.  He  pointed  out  that  if  the 
United  Nations  were  to  intervene  in  local 
disputes  over  the  heads  of  responsible 
regional  organizations,  the  entire  sys¬ 
tem  of  regional  security  sanctioned  by 
the  United  Nations  Charter  would  be  in 
jeopardy. 

Today  Guatemala  is  again  securely 
restored  to  the  community  of  free  na¬ 
tions.  A  challenge  by  world  commu¬ 
nism  within  our  hemisphere  has  been 
met  and  overcome. 

4.  DISARMAMENT  AND  SECURITY 

Neither  lasting  peace  nor  the  real 
reduction  of  international  tensions  can 
be  realized  until  progress  in  disarma¬ 
ment  becomes  a  fact.  As  nuclear  capa¬ 
bilities  have  increased  to  staggering  pro- 


erally,  a  problem  of  survival  for  all 
mankind. 

In  1954  a  subcommittee  of  Canada, 
France,  the  United  Kingdom,  the  United 
States,  and  the  Soviet  Union  held  its 
first  round  of  private  discussions.  In 
5  weeks  of  meetings  newly  detailed  pro¬ 
posals  were  laid  before  the  Soviet  rep¬ 
resentative,  but  with  no  result. 

But,  in  the  General  Assembly  in  Sep¬ 
tember,  the  Soviets  gave  the  appearance 
of  reversing  their  adamant  position  and 
stated  their  acceptance  of  at  least  some 
principles  of  a  sound  program.  We  are 
carefully  weighing  this  Soviet  step,  and 
the  subsequent  Soviet  proposal  in  May 
1955,  in  the  broad  restudy  of  United 
States  disarmament  policy  which  is  now 
in  progress. 

By  this  continuing  exploration  in  the 
disarmament  field,  as  well  as  by  recom¬ 
mendations  for  strengthening  collective 
action  against  any  future  aggression, 
and  by  watchful  influence  over  the  dan¬ 
gerous  areas  of  the  world,  the  United 
Nations  in  1954  continued  to  serve  the 
/Cause  of  peace. 


portions,  disarmament  has  become,  lit-  of  the  United  Nations  and  the  specialized 


3.  ECONOMIC  AND  SOCIAL  ACTIONS 

The  spectacular  potentialities  of  the 
atom  for  peaceful  purposes  must  not  be 
allowed  to  overshadow  the  slow  but  sound 
progress  of  the  United  Nations  in  the 
economic  and  social  field. 

The  most  far-reaching  new  step  in 
1954  was  the  approval  by  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  establishment  of  an 
International  Finance  Corporation  to 
stimulate  the  setting  up  and  expansion 
of  productive  private  enterprises  in  un¬ 
derdeveloped  countries.  The  Corpora¬ 
tion  will  be  set  up  as  an  affiliate  of  the 
International  Bank  for  Reconstruction 
and  Development  and  will  provide  cap¬ 
ital  in  private  enterprises  without  re¬ 
quirement  of  Government  guarantees. 

The  work  of  the  United  Nations  on 
behalf  of  refugees  also  received  new 
‘impetus  in  a  General  Assembly  decision 
aafhorizing  the  United  Nations  High 
Coxhmissioner  for  Refugees  to  raise  funds 

and  \ndertake  a  4-year  program  de-  in  international  relationships, 
signed  '-^0  achieve  permanent  solutions 
for  certain  refugees  in  Europe,  most  .of 
them  still  \nsettled  since  World  Wap  II, 
who  are  not\eligible  for  other  aid/ pro¬ 
grams.  The  United  States  strongly  sup¬ 
ported  this  decisive  step  to  solve  a  dis¬ 
tressing  human  pinblem. 

We  were  able,  ill  1954,  through  the 
power  of  the  United  ^atiops  in  shaping 
world  opinion,  to  furtli^r,  expose  the  re¬ 
pressive  system  of  force&Jabor  in  Com¬ 
munist  countries.  The  outstanding  re¬ 
port  of  the  United  Nations  Ad  Hoc  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Forced  .  Labor  was.  officially 
considered  for  the' first  time  byihe  Eco¬ 
nomic  and  Social  Council,  whichNsubse- 
quently  condefnned  the  use  of  ftsrced 
labor  for  political  and  economic  pur¬ 
poses.  The  United  States  represent^ 
tive,  Mrs,  Oswald  B.  Lord,  was  also  abld' 
to  expose  before  the  General  Assembly 
newly  discovered  facts  and  recent  regula¬ 
tions  which  demonstrated  that  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  forced  labor  had  been  extended 
with  Soviet  help  to  Communist  China. 

Other  economic  and  social  programs 


The  United  States  representatives 
have  actively  used  the  United  Nations 
forum  to  expound  our  ideas  ancf  ideals 
and  reveal  the  fallacies  of  communism. 

All  these  things  have  happened  after 
reduction  in  the  previous  .year  of  our 
American  share  of  United/Nations  costs 
and  while  we  worked  opt  a  program  in 
which  all  Americans  folding  important 
office  at  the  United  Nations  were 
screened  in  accordjmce  with  FBI  pro¬ 
cedures. 

These  are  highlights  from  1  year’s 
activity  in  the'  United  Nations’  search, 
for  peace  among  nations.  That  year  is 
chronicled  in  more  detail  in  the  attached 
report. 

The  vitality  of  the  United  Nations  and 
American  support  for  the  United  Na¬ 
tions/were  never  more  needed  than  now. 
We.  fire  in  a  period  of  great  flux  in  inter¬ 
national  affairs.  There  are  signs  that 
t-he  world  may  be  entering  a  new  phase 

For  the 

first  time  since  the  United  Nations 
Charter  came  into  force,  the  heads  of 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States, 
the  United  Kingdom,  France,  and  the 
U.  S.  S.  R.  will  be  meeting.  They  will, 
I  hope,  be  able  to  identify  the  outstand¬ 
ing  divisive  issues  and  develop  methods 
to  try  to  solve  them.  I  for  one  will  enter 
these  discussions  with  a  full  awareness 
of  the  opportunities  offered  by  the 
United  Nations  to  contribute  to  the 
peace  of  the  world.  If  these  meetings 
reach  useful  areas  of  agreement  in  the 
handling  of  international  problems,  then 
they  will  open  new  vistas  looking  toward 
further  agreement.  This  can  only 
mean  that  the  United  Nations  will  have 
new  and  wider  opportunities  to  build 
upon  the  foundations  thus  laid. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
The  White  House,  July  15, 1955. 


agencies — including  technical  assistance, 
Korean  reconstruction,  aid  to  Palestine 
refugees,  the  children’s  fund,  food  and 
agricultural  assistance,  labor,  health,  and 
education — continued  to  help  in  making 
the  United  Nations  known  to  millions  of 
people  around  the  globe  as  a  living,  con¬ 
structive  force.  The  United  Nations 
specialized  agencies,  specifically  the  In¬ 
ternational  Labor  Organization  and  the 
United  Nations  Educational,  Scientific, 
and  Cultural  Organization,  received  the 
tribute  of  sudden  participation  by  the 
U.  S.  S.  R. 

Whatever  the  reason  for  its  changed 
attitude,  we  welcome  it  as  further  proof 
of  the  importance  and  world  reputation 
of  the  specialized  agencies;  and  also  as 
an  extension  of  points  at  which  the 
Soviet  rulers  may,  if  they  wish,  broaden 
fruitful  cooperation  with  the  rest  of  the 
world.  This  development  challenges  the 
United  States  to  maintain  its  watchful¬ 
ness  and  constructive  activity  in  all 
these  fields  in  which  the  Soviet  Union 
has  at  length  shown  an  interest. 


STRENGTHENING  OF  THE  RESERVE 
FORCES 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to 
provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  a 
Senate  amendment  thereto,  disagree  to 
the  Senate  amendment,  and  agree  to  the 
conference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  should  know,  if  they  do 
not  already  know,  that  this  bill  as  it 
comes  to  the  House  from  the  other  body 
imposes  additional  obligations  upon  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States;  and  that 
it  imposes  quite  different  obligations 
upon  the  youth  of  American  than  was 
the  case  when  the  bill  was  considered  in 
the  House.  Under  the  circumstances, 
Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  all  of  the  discussion 
that  can  be  had  on  the  bill  ought  to  be 
had  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Therefore,  I  object. 
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FREE  IMPORTATION  OF  GIFTS  FROM 
MEMBERS  OF  THE  ARMED  FORCES 
ON  DUTYyABROAD 

Mr.  COOPEit  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5559)  to  make  permanent  the 
eixsting  privilege  of  free  importation  of 
gifts  from  members  Of  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  bp  duty  abroad: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1191) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Rouses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5559)  to  make  permanent  the  existing  priv¬ 
ilege  of  free  importation  of  gifts  frpm  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
on  duty  abroad  having  met  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  reconhnend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows :  \ 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amenav 
ment  numbered  2.  ^ 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  “An  Act  to 
extend  for  a  period  of  two  years  the  privilege 
of  free  importation  of  gifts  from  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  on 
duty  abroad.” 

Jere  Cooper. 

John  D.  Dingell, 

W.  D.  Mills, 

Thomas  A.  Jenkins, 

Richard  M.  Simpson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Harry  F.  Byrd, 

Robert  S.  Kerr, 

By  Harry  F.  Byrd, 

E.  D.  Millikin, 

By  Harry  F.  Byrd, 

Edward  Martin, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5559)  to  make  per¬ 
manent  the  existing  privilege  of  free  impor¬ 
tation  of  gifts  from  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  on  duty  abroad, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana-/ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report:  / 

Amendment  No.  1:  The  House  bill  pro¬ 
posed  to  make  permanent  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  December  5,  1942,  granting  the 
privilege  of  free  importation  of  gifts  from 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of/the  United 
States  on  duty  abroad.  Senate"  amendment 
numbered  1  provided  that  the  privilege  be 
extended  until  July  1,  1957,, in  lieu  of  being 
made  permanent.  The  Hohse  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  2:  Senate  amendment 
numbered  2  added  a  hew  section  to  the 
House  bill  which  proposed  to  amend  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  sp  as  to  specifically  pro¬ 
vide  for  hardboard'in  paragraph  412  of  the 
Tariff  Act.  The  Senate  recedes. 

Amendment  to  title:  Under  the  conference 
agreement,  the  title  to  the  bill  is  conformed 
to  the  actioh  taken  on  amendments  num¬ 
bered  1  and' 2. 

Jere  Cooper, 

John  D.  Dingell, 

W.  D.  Mills, 

Thomas  A.  Jenkins, 

Richard  M.  Simpson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  30  minutes  tomorrow,  following  the 
legislative  program  of  the  day  and  the 
conclusion  of  any  special  orders  hereto¬ 
fore  entered. 


uniform  of  the  Army.  The  Ai;my  has 
been  in  strong  and  capable  hands  and 
it  has  enjoyed  in  these  merj,  leadership 
of  the  highest  caliber.  / 


CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mi".  FASCELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
Record  of  Thursday,  July  14,  on  rollcall 
No.  117  I  am  shown  as  not  having  been 
present  and  not  having  responded  to  my 
name.  I  was  present  and  did  respond 
to  my  name,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  Record  and  Journal  be  cor¬ 
rected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 
Mr.  BETTS  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Derounian)  was  granted  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  to  attend  the  Interparliamentary 
Conference  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty 
Organization. 


/ 


ARMY  LOSING  SERVICES  OF  TWO 
OUTSTANDING  FIGURES 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  /at  this 
point.)  \  / 

Mr.  SIEVES.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  United 
States  Army  is  losing  the  services  of  two 
outstanding  'figures.  It  is  with  great  re¬ 
gret  that  I  note  the  retirement  of  Gen. 
Matthew  B.  Ri&gway  aiid  the  resigna¬ 
tion  of  Secretarj)\Robert  T.  Stevens.  I 
have  felt  that  these  •  two  men  represent 
the  finest  traditions' , of  a  great  service 
and  that  the  Army’s  leadership  in  their 
hands  has  been  sure  apd  safe. 

I  do  not  think  that  any  Chief  of  Staff 
in  my  time''  has  served  with  greater 
courage  afid  initiative  than  General 
Ridgwayvhr  has  shown  more  ability  and 
foresight  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties. 
It  is  most  unfortunate  that  our  military 
forces  are  to  be  deprived  of  his  knowl¬ 
edge  at  this  significant  period,  fie 
brought  with  him  to  the  office  of  Chief  Of 
.Staff  a  wealth  of  experience  and  a  great 
'  record  of  accomplishment.  These,  to¬ 
gether  with  his  own  forthrightness  and 
devotion  to  duty  have  paid  rich  dividends 
in  the  development  of  a  strong  and 
proud  Army. 

In  this  period  of  overemphasis  on  push¬ 
button  warfare  and  super  weapons,  men 
of  sound  balance  and  good  judgment  are 
essential.  Too  many  people  today  have 
lost  sight  of  the  necessity  for  a  balanced 
miltary  defense  which  is  strong  in  land, 
sea  and  air  units.  No  other  defense  is 
adequate  to  cope  with  the  threat  of 
massed  forces  in  all  categories  posed  by 
the  Communists.  General  Ridgway 
realizes  this.  So  does  Secretary  Stevens. 

It  was  Secretary  Stevens  who  refused 
to  be  pushed  around  when  few  agencies 
of  Government  would  stand  up  to  the 
threat  of  censure  from  congressional  in¬ 
vestigating  committees.  He  has  been  a 
devoted  public  servant,  a  conscientious 
and  hard  working  official.  He  has 
earned  the  respect  and  regard  of  his  col¬ 
leagues  in  the  Secretariat  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  and  of  the  men  in  the 


CORRECTION  OF  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  QSTERTAG.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
REcoRpof  July  14,  1955,  indicates  that  I 
failed  to  answer  to  my  name  on  quorum 
call  No.  117.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  pres¬ 
ept  and  responded  to  my  name,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Record  and 
journal  be  corrected  to  indicate  my  pres¬ 
ence. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mr.  CANFIELD  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Ray)  was  given  permission  to  address 
the  House  for  5  minutes  today,  following 
the  legislative  program  of  the  day  and 
the  conclusion  of  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 
Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  the 
legislative  program  of  the  day  and  the 
conclusion  of  any  special  orders  hereto¬ 
fore  entered. 


UPPER  COLORADO  CONTROVERSY 

(Mr.  HOSMER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
moint  in  the  Record.) 

W  HOSMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  special 
master  appointed  by  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Arizona 
against  California  has  made  some  rec¬ 
ommendations  with  respect  to  Califor¬ 
nia’s  motion  to  join  the  States  of  Colo¬ 
rado,  New'sMexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming 
as  necessary-.,  parties  to  the  suit.  Some 
of  these  recommendations  are  favorable 
to  California  and  some  of  them  are  not. 
However,  whatever  course  the  opinions 
of  the  master  take,  they  can  in  no  way 
alter  the  bad  provisions  of  the  proposed 
upper  Colorado  Rivet1,  project. 

The  master’s  reconfinendation  that 
Utah  and  New  Mexico  be  made  parties 
to  the  case  as  lower-basin  Spates  does  not 
change  the  fact  that  the  taxpayers  of  the 
Nation  would  have  to  pay  a\$4  billion 
subsidy  for  the  upper  Colorado  River 
project.  The  irresponsible  economics  of 
this  project  can  neither  be  removed  nor 
improved  by  legal  opinions. 

The  fact  that  the  master  denied  Cali¬ 
fornia's  motion  to  join  the  four  States 
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on  upper  Colorado  does  not  change  the 
fact  that  the  project  would  grow  enor¬ 
mous  quantities  of  surplus  agricultural 
products  which  in  turn  would  have  to  be 
supported  by  the  taxpayers. 

The  opinion  of  the  master  assumes 
that  the  lower  basin  has  greater  rights 
against  the  upper  basin  than  California 
has  asserted,  but  this  in  no  way  dim¬ 
inishes  the  fact  that  the  upper  Colorado 
River  project  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
national  economy  and  is  unneeded,  un¬ 
justified,  and  unnecessary. \ 

There  is  no  doubt  that  California  will 
file  exceptions  to  the  recommendations, 
but  neither  would  this  procedure  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  well  established 
premise  that  the  project  would  increase 
the  national  debt. 

Whatever  may  be  the  final  decision1 
the  controversial  water-rights  questioi 
the  fact  cannot  be  changed  that  Con¬ 
gress  might  as  well  waste  money  by  ap¬ 
propriating  funds  to  grow  bananas  on 
Pikes’  Peak  as  to  approve  the  upper 
Colorado  River  project. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 
There  was  no  objection. 


CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  business  in 
order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with  this  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


STRENGTHENING  OP  THE  RESERVE 

FORCES  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mi’.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to 
provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  Forces  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  and  agree  to  the  con¬ 
ference  asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Mr.  Vinson,  Mr.  Brooks  of 
Louisiana,  Mr.  Kilday,  Mr.  Short,  and 
Mr.  Arends. 

[Mr.  CANNON  addressed  the  House! 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 


/ 


CONSENT  CALENDAR 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  Consent  Cal¬ 
endar  day.  The  Clerk  will  call  the  first 
bill  on  the  calendar. 


INCREASING  FEE  FOR  EXECUTING 
APPLICATION  FOR  PASSPORT 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (H.  R.  5844) 
to  increase  the  fee  for  executing  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  passport  from  $1  to  $3. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAM.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  bill  is  on  the  program  to  be  taken 
up  under' suspension  of  the  rules  today. 
Therefore,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
it  be  passed  over  without  prejudice. 


EXTENDING  EXISTING  AUTHORITY 

FOR  LOAN  OF  SMALL  AIRCRAFT 

CARRIER  TO  THE  GOVERNMENT 

OF  FRANCE 

The  Clerk  called  the  bill  (S.  1139)  to 
extend  the  existing  authority  for  the 
loan  of  a  small  aircraft  carrier  to  the 
Government  of  France. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  2  of  the 
act  of  August  5,  1953  (67  Stat.  363)  is  hereby 
amended  by  striking  out  the  remainder  of 
the  sentence  after  the  word  "until”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  "June  30,  1958.” 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

re  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Gross:  Page  1, 
strike  out  line  6  and  insert  “June  30,  1958; 
however\such  carrier  shall  be  immediately 
returned  tp  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  if  it  is  used  at  any  time  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  troops,  supplies,  or  material  to 
or  from  any  French  colony,  or  if  it  is  used  at 
any  time  in  support  of  any  of  the  activities 
of  the  French  Arjped  Forces  in  any'  French 
colony.” 

Mr.  McCORMAOyK.  Mi’.  Speaker,  I 
make  a  point  of  order  against'  the  amend¬ 
ment.  Rather,  I  make  this  suggestion. 
Of  course,  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  is 
exercising  his  right  under  the  rule,  but 
on  the  call  of  the , Consent  Calendar 
amendments  have  usually  Ween  cleared. 

Mr.  GROSS.  M/.  Speaker,'®,  point  of 
order.  On  what/basis  does  the,  gentle¬ 
man  have  the  floor? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentlemarkfrom 
Massachusetts  started  to  make  a  ppint 
of  order.  He  has  not  made  it  yet. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker, 
make  a  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment,  ,that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  bill 
reported  out  by  the  committee. 

The  SPEAKER.  This  bill  provides  for 
the  loan  to  the  Government  of  France 
of  a  small  aircraft  carrier.  The  arnend- 
-  ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
reads: 

June  30,  1958;  however,  such  carrier  shall 
be  immediately  returned  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  if  it  is  used  at  any  time 
for  the  transportation  of  troops,  supplies, 
or  material  to  or  from  any  French  colony, 
or  it  is  used  at  any  time  in  support  of  any 
of  the  activities  of  the  French  armed  forces 
in  any  French  colony. 

The  Chair  must  say  that  the  Chair 
thinks  that  is  a  proper  limitation  to  put 
upon  the  bill  and  therefore  overrules  the 
point  of  order. 

The  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross] 
is  recognized. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  objected 
to  the  bill  and  asked  that  it  be  passed 
over  without  prejudice  when  it  was  be¬ 
fore  the  House  2  weeks  ago. 

I  called  the  attention  to  House  Con¬ 
current  Resolution  149,  sponsored  by  the 
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gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
McCormack]  and  adopted  by  the 
only  a  few  weeks  ago  without  a  dis§ 
ing  vote,  which  says  this: 

Whereas  Communist  imperialism  £ufd  other 
forms  of  colonialism  constitute  a /denial  of 
inalienable  right  of  man;  and  / 

Whereas  the  people  of  the  Tjnited  States 
have  traditionally  supported  ,other  peoples 
in  their  aspirations  to  achieve  self-govern¬ 
ment  or  independence  and  .in  their  struggle 
against  tyranny  or  domination:  Now,  there¬ 
fore,  be  it 

Resolved —  / 

And  so  on  and  so  forth.  I  submit  to 
Members  of  the  House  that  my  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  pending  bill  would  limit  the 
use  of  the  United  States  carrier  pres¬ 
ently  on  loan  to  France  and  which  the 
pending  legislation  seeks  to  extend  until 
June  30,  1958;  that  it  would  circumscribe 
the  use  of  this  carrier  so  that  it  could 
not  be  used  to  support  French  exploita¬ 
tion  of  any  colonial  possession;  that  it 
could  not  be  used  to  put  down  the  inde¬ 
pendence  movement  in  North  Africa  or 
anywhere  else  in  French  territory. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  desire  to  labor 
this  point.  I  think  the  amendment  is  a 
good  one.  If  we  are  opposed  to  colonial¬ 
ism,  if  we  are  opposed  to  tyranny  and 
domination,  here  is  a  good  place  to  do 
other  than  give  lip  service  to  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  urge  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  There  is 
one  thing  about  the  amendment  that 
concerns  me  and  I  would  like  to  ask  a 
question  concerning  it:  As  I  understood 
it  this  ship  would  have  to  revert  to  the 
United  States  even  if  the  French  were 
going  to  the  assistance  of  one  of  its  col¬ 
onies  which  was  having  trouble  with 
some  third  party.  Am  I  right  or  wrong? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
bear  that  construction. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  In  other 
words,  they  could  still  use  the  ship  to 
*ive  assistance  to  a  colony  that  might 
having  difficulty  with  some  border 
country  or  some  third  country? 

ly.  GROSS.  I  think  that  would  be  a 
propdr  use  of  it.  This  country  is  lending 
this  carrier  to  the  French  for  training 
purposes'.  If  we  are  lending  the  ship  to 
them  for  Draining  purposes  let  us  confine 
it  to  that  dee  and  that  use  exclusively, 
that  of  training  purposes  for  the  French 
Navy. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  Yield. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  \If  I  understood  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  it  applied  only 
to  the  French  colonies.  \Is  that  true? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes;  that  is  right. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  may  say  for  the 
information  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
that  his  amendment  would  not  cover  the 
larger  part  of  north  Africa\  Algeria. 
This  is  the  largest  land  area  in  North 
Africa  and  is  an  integral  part  of  Erance 
by  their  constitution.  Is  the  gentleman 
acquainted  with  that  fact? 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  I  am  seeking  to 
do  is  to  confine  the  use  of  this  carrier  to 
the  purpose  intended,  that  of  a  training! 
ship  for  the  French  Navy. 
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lands  to  Clemson  College  (S.  Rept.  10U8);  and  with  amendment  H .  4.  3822,  to 
extend  the  Mexican  farm  labor  program  (S.  Rept.  10i*j>)  5  S.  661,  to\authorize 
CCC  to  process  food  commodities  for  donation  under  certain  acts .  ISMKept. 

10l*9) ;  and  S.  2295  and  S.  2296,  to  amend  section  313  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  with  respect  to  tobacco  allotments  IS.  Repts.  1G44  and 
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change  of  employees  by  this  Department  and  State  and  local  governments  1pp. 
9^91_2) .  The  bill  had  been  reported  without  amendment  during  adjournment 
on  July  20  (S.  Rept.  10hl)(p.  9567).  Sen.  Clements  stated  that  "Senate  bill 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


9601 


hdy  21,  1955 


KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  nmm  Tennessee. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  join  wibh  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  New  Yprk  and  other  colleagues  in 
paying  brief  '\mt  very  sincere  tribute  to 
my  warm  personal  friend,  our  former 
colleague.  Dr.  Frank  Crowther.  It  was 
my  privilege  to  serye  with  him  for  many 
years  on  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  He  was,  indeed,  one  of  the  most 
valuable  members  of  Hhat  committee 
and  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  He 
was  a  man  of  outstanding,  ability  and 
demonstrated  devotion  to  the  public 
service.  \ 

I  join  with  the  gentleman  and  others 
in  conveying  my  deepest  sympathy  to 
the  members  of  his  family. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  also 
wish  to  join  in  paying  tribute  to  this  dis¬ 
tinguished  former  Member  of  the  House. 

Dr.  Crowther  was  a  very  unusual  man. 
I  mean  by  that  that  he  combined  about 
all  the  human  virtues,  he  was  courageous, 
he  was  brilliant,  and  he  had  a  sense  of 
humor  that  made  him  a  very  attractive 
personality. 

I  shall  never  want  to  forget  how  cordial 
he  was.  I  shall  never  forget  his  bril¬ 
liance  manifested  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  in  debate.  He  was  a  great  author¬ 
ity  on  the  question  of  protective  tariff.  I 
am  sorry  of  his  passing.  I  extend  to  his 
widow  my  most  sincere  sympathy. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  would  like  to  join  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York 
as  well  as  the  others  to  pay  my  tribute 
to  our  beloved  late  colleague,  Frank 
Crowther.  I  remember  very  well  when 
he  first  came  to  the  House.  He  was  a 
native  son  of  Massachusetts  where  he 
spent  his  early  life.  Later  he  went  to 
New  York,  practiced  dentistry,  and  was 
elected  to  Congress. 

Dr.  Crowther  had  a  profound  knowl¬ 
edge  of  legislative  matters,  being  a  par¬ 
ticular  student  of  the  tariff.  This  gave 
him  a  profound  knowledge  of  the  indus¬ 
tries  of  the  United  States/  He  perhaps 
was  one  of  the  most  rugged  debaters  this 
House  has  ever  produced,  and  shone  in 
the  rough-and-tumble  debates.  He  was 
a  man  of  great  patriotic  devotion  to  his 
country.  / 

I  recall  only  /fast  year  when  I  was 
campaigning  \n  Colorado  there  was  a 
dinner  at  Pueblo.  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  her  was  not  in  good  health,  he 
came  out  Xo  attend  that  dinner  and  en¬ 
joyed  reminiscing  over  the  Congresses 
in  which  he  had  served  with  such  distinc¬ 
tion^/ Although  he  lived  in  Colorado  his 
heq^t  and  thoughts  were  here  in  Wash- 
n,  and  he  lived  in  spirit  with  us  in 
living  these  great  problems  that  have 
'confronted  us  in  recent  years. 

I  extend  to  his  wife  my  deepest  sym¬ 
pathy  in  her  hour  of  bereavement. 
Death  has  taken  a  fine  American  and  a 
very  great  legislator. 


Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  typical  of  Dr.  Crowther’s  kind¬ 
ness  was  a  letter  which  I  received  less 
than  3  weeks  ago  from  him.  He  and 
his  family  lived  in  the  Methodist  Build¬ 
ing  where  I  have  been  happy  to  live  for 
so  many  years. 

Dr.  Crowther  was  not  only  an  able 
man,  a  great  individual,  but  he  was 
thoughtful.  I  join  in  what  other  Mem¬ 
bers  have  said  about  him. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  join  the  gentleman  from  New 
.  York  and  my  other  colleagues  in  paying 
tribute  to  Dr.  Crowther.  I  was  indeed’ 
saddened  this  morning  when  I  learned 
of  his  passing. 

White  Dr.  Crowther  lived  in  the  State 
of  New' .York,  and  represented ,  a  New 
York  District  in  this  House  so  ably  and 
brilliantly  dyer  a  long  period  of  years, 
we  really  f eft  he  belonged  t6  Colorado. 
When  he  retired  from  Corigress  at  the 
close  of  the  77th  Congress  he  moved  to 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  and. spent  the  remainder 
of  his  life  there.  Dp.  Crowther  imme¬ 
diately  became  actiye^n  the  social,  po¬ 
litical,  and  community/ life  of  Pueblo. 
He  was  in  great  demand  as.a  speaker.  He 
was  particularly  active  insfhe  Kiwanis 
Club  and  spent  much  of  his^me  in  ad¬ 
dressing  mqdtings  not  alone  tit  the  Ki¬ 
wanis  Clu#,  but  also  other  service  and 
luncheon  clubs,  and  patriotic  organiza¬ 
tions.  / 

His  great  ability  as  an  orator  was  ri 
ognjzed.  He  was  always  a  very  forcefu! 
and  entertaining  speaker.  He  had  a  vast 
storehouse  of  knowledge  on  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  Federal  Government.  He 
never  failed  to  inject  his  unusual  wit  and 
humor  into  his  speeches. 

I  knew  Dr.  Crowther  before  I  came  to 
Congress.  He  and  Mrs.  Crowther  were 
close  friends  of  our  former  colleague, 
William  R.  Eaton,  of  Denver,  Colo. 
They  served  in  Congress  together.  The 
Crowthers  came  to  Colorado  frequently 
and  I  met  Dr.  Crowther  for  the  first  time 
in  company  with  Congressman  and  Mrs. 
Eaton.  I  was,  of  course,  impressed  with 
his  gracious  personality  and  it  was  in¬ 
deed  a  privilege  for  me  to  serve  one  term 
with  Dr.  Crowther  in  this  House.  We 
enjoyed  many  social  visits  with  Dr.  and 
Mrs.  Crowther.  He  was  a  most  delightful 
entertainer  and  in  many  ways  was  the 
most  unusual  man  I  have  ever  met. 

Mrs.  Chenoweth  joins  me  in  express¬ 
ing  our  deep  personal  sympathy  to  Ms. 
Crowther  and  the  other  members  of  the 
family.  Dr.  Crowther  rendered  most 
valuable  service  to  his  district  and  the 
Nation.  He  was  a  great  American.  We 
need  more  men  like  him  in  public  life 
today. 

Mr.  MoCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

M.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 


Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
was-  deeply  grieved  to  learn  of  the  death 
of  my  very  good  friend,  Dr.  Crowther. 
As  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Kearney]  in/his  splen¬ 
did  remarks  of  tribute  in  an/ouncing  the 
death  of  our  former  friencr well  said.  Dr. 
Crowther  was  noted  as/one  of  the  out¬ 
standing  Members  of/the  Congress  in 
standing  and  ability/  In  all  my  years  of 
service  I  know  of/no  Member  who  has 
wielded  greater/influence  among  the 
membership  of  the  House  without  re¬ 
gard  to  party  than  did  Dr.  Crowther.  He 
was  a  man  of  unusual  ability.  He  em¬ 
ployed  his  great  capacity  in  a  construc¬ 
tive  manner  in  service  to  our  country. 
He  has  certainly  made  his  contribution 
duriiig  the  years  that  he  was  a  Member 
of  this  House,  a  contribution  which  will 
leave  an  indelible  imprint  on  the  pages 
of  the  history  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

He  and  I  were  close  personal  friends. 
After  his  retirement  we  communicated 
with  each  other  by  letter.  I  am  deeply 
saddened  to  learn  of  his  death  and  I  can 
only  emphasize  what  has  been  said  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Kearney],  and  other  Members,  that  he 
was  one  of  the  most  valuable  Members 
of  the  Congress  during  his  long  period 
of  service  in  this  body. 

I  join  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  and  my  other  colleagues  in  extend¬ 
ing  to  his  loved  ones  my  deep  sympathy 
in  their  bereavement. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  also  knew  and  well  remember 
Dr.  Crowther  and  his  lovely  wife.  Kind 
and  fine,  he  was  a  man  of  great  ability 
and  a  splendid  legislator  and  statesman, 
suppose  there  is  no  one  in  the  country 
io  had  a  greater  knowledge  of  tariff 
matters.  He  was  an  expert  in  that  field. 
The  ispuntry  can  ill  afford  to  lose  men 
of  his\aliber. 

Mr.  KEARNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous^  consent  that  all  Members 
who  wish  tchho  so  may  have  permission 
to  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point  in 
the  Record  on  Dhe  late  Dr.  Crowther. 

The  SPEAKER*.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the\;entleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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COMMITTEE  ON  ARMED  SERVICES 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  may  have  until  mid¬ 
night  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  H.  R. 
7000. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  ; 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  conference  report  and  statement  j 
follows: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  1335) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis-  j 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  j 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  ; 
7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  | 
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Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes,  hav¬ 
ing  met.  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows :  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following:  “That  this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the 
‘Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955’. 

“ Amendments  to  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Act  of  1952 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed 
Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (50  U.  S.  C.  925 
(b))  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words 
‘one  million  five  hundred  thousand’  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  ‘two  million 
nine  hundred  thousand.  Until  July  1,  1957, 
this  total  shall  not  include  any  person  who 
has  a  reserve  obligation  on  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  when¬ 
ever  such  person  is  not  participating  satis¬ 
factorily  in  an  accredited  training  program 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  as  prescribed  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary’. 

"(b)  Section  208  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  (1)  redesignating  subsections  (f),  (g), 
(h),  and  (i)  thereof  as  subsections  (g), 
(h),  (i),  and  (J),  respectively,  and  (2)  in¬ 
serting,  immediately  after  subsection  (e) 
thereof,  the  following  new  subsection: 

“‘(f)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  (1)  each  person  inducted,  enlisted, 
or  appointed  in  any  armed  force  of  the 
United  States  or  any  component  thereof 
under  any  provision  of  law  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955 
who  becomes  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
by  reason  of  any  provision  of  law  other  than 
section  208  (c)  of  this  Act,  and  (2)  each 
person  who  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  becomes  a 
member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  under  section 
263  of  this  Act,  shall  be  required,  while  a 
member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  to  (A)  partic¬ 
ipate  in  not  less  than  forty-eight  scheduled 
drills  or  training  periods,  and  to  perform  not 
more  than  seventeen  days  of  active  duty  for 
training,  during  each  year,  or  (B)  perform 
annually  not  more  than  thirty  days  of  active 
duty  for  training.  Any  such  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  (except  any  member  enlisted 
therein  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (C)  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act) 
who  in  any  year  fails  to  perform  such  train¬ 
ing  duty  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary  pursuant  to  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to  per¬ 
form  additional  active  duty  for  training  for 
not  more  than  forty-five  days.  If  such 
failure  occurs  during  the  final  year  of  any 
period  of  obligatory  membership  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  such  membership  shall  be 
extended  for  such  time,  not  exceeding  six 
months,  as  may  be  required  for  the  per¬ 
formance  by  such  member  of  such  additional 
active  duty  for  training.’ 

“(c)  Section  208  (g)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  preceding  subsection  of  this 
Act,  is  amended  by — 

"(1)  redesignating  paragraphs  (2),  (3), 
and  (4)  thereof  as  paragraphs  (3),  (4),  and 
(5),  respectively;  and 

“(2)  Inserting,  immediately  after  para¬ 
graph  (1)  thereof,  the  following  new  para¬ 
graph: 

“  ‘(2)  if  he  (A)  has  served  on  active  duty 
In  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
for  not  less  than  twelve  months,  and  has 
served  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  a  unit 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  pursuant  to  a  trans¬ 
fer  made  under  section  263  (a)  of  this  Act 
for  a  period  which,  when  added  to  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  his  active  duty,  totals  four  years, 


or  (B)  has  satisfactorily  completed  an  en¬ 
listment  under  section  263  (b)  of  this  Act;’, 
“(d)  Section  208  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C. 
928)  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections: 

“  ‘(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President,  each  Armed  Force  of  the  United 
States  shall  provide'  a  system  of  continuous 
screening  of  units  and  members  of  the  Ready 
Reserve  to  insure  that — 

“  ‘  ( 1 )  no  significant  attrition  will  occur 
to  those  members  or  units  during  a  mobili¬ 
zation; 

“‘(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of 
military  skills; 

“  ‘(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  pos¬ 
sessing  critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  re¬ 
tained  in  numbers  beyond  the  requirements 
for  those  skills  except  for  persons  who  have 
military  skills  for  which  there  is  an  over¬ 
riding  requirement; 

“‘(4)  with  due  respect  to  national  secu¬ 
rity  and  military  requirements,  recognition 
is  given  to  participation  in  combat;  and 

“  ‘(5)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
whose  molibization  in  an  emergency  would 
result  in  extreme  personal  or  community 
hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“‘(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard ) ,  any  member  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  who  has  not  completed  his 
obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred  to  the 
Ready  Reserve  whenever  the  reason  for  his 
transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  no  longer 
exists.’ 

“(e)  Section  233  (a)  of  such  Act  (50 
U.  S.  C.  961  (a) )  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence: 
‘No  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may 
be  ordered  to  active  duty  under  this  subsec¬ 
tion  until  the  Director  of  Selective  Service 
has  determined  that  such  member  is  avail¬ 
able  for  active  duty.’ 

“(f)  The  proviso  contained  in  section  233 
(b)  (1)  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961  (b)  (1) ) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘Provided, 
That  not  more  than  one  million  members  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  of  all  reserve  components 
may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  in¬ 
voluntarily  at  any  time  unless  the  Congress 
shall  have  authorized  the  exercise  of  the 
authority  contained  in  this  subsection  with 
respect  to  a  larger  number’. 

“(g)  Section  233  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C. 
961)  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

“  ‘(h)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe  any  per¬ 
son  who,  while  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained 
minister  of  religion  shall  be  entitled  upon 
his  request  to  a  discharge  from  the  reserve 
component  of  which  he  is  a  member.  No 
member  of  any  reserve  component  shall  be 
required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  active  training  and  service,  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  train¬ 
ing,  while  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a 
recognized  theological  or  divinity  school.’ 

"(h)  Chapter  7  of  part  II  of  such  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting,  immediately  after 
section  259  thereof,  the  following  new 
section : 

“‘Sec.  260.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe,  each 
military  department  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  main¬ 
tained  an  accurate  record  of  the  number  of 
members  of  each  class  of  each  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  who  during  each  fiscal  year  have 
satisfactorily  participated  in  (1)  active  duty 
for  training,  and  (2)  inactive  duty  training 
with  pay. 

“  ‘(b)  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  shall  transmit  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  to  the  Congress  a  report  which 


shall  contain  an  account  of  the  status  of 
training  of  each  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  the  progress  made  in  the 
strengthening  of  the  reserve  components, 
during  the  preceding  fiscal  year.’ 

“ ( i)  Part  II  of  such  Act,  as  amended  by 
preceding  subsections  of  this  section,  is 
amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following  new  chapter: 

"  ‘CHAPTER  8 - SPECIAL  ENLISTMENT  PROGRAM 

“‘Sec.  261  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as 
the  appropriate  Secretary  shall  prescribe,  any 
person  who  is  qualified  for  enlistment  for 
active  duty  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps, 
Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard,  and  who  has  not 
been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act,  may  be  enlisted  in 
the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  respectively,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section. 

“‘(b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section 
shall  be  for  a  period  of  six  years.  Each  per¬ 
son  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such 
enlistment  to  perform — 

"1  ‘(1)  active  duty  for  a  period  of  two 
years; 

“‘(2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which,  when 
added  to  service  rendered  under  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection,  will  total  five  years; 
and 

“  ‘(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  en¬ 
listment  as  a  member  of  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve. 

‘“Sec.  262.  (a)  Until  August  1,  1959, 

whenever  the  President  determines  that  the 
enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of 
the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast 
Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the 
level  which  he  determines  to  be  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may 
authorize  the  acceptance  of  enlistments  in 
units  of  such  Ready  Reserve  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  this  section  under  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  ac¬ 
cepted  only  within  quotas  (which  quotas 
shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  250,000  persons 
annually)  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Sec¬ 
retary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense.  No  enlistment  shall  be  accepted 
under  this  section  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of 
any  reserve  component  if  such  enlistment 
would  cause  the  strength  of  such  Ready 
Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized  strength 
of  such  Ready  Reserve. 

“‘(b)  Enlistments  under  this  section  may 
be  accepted  from  persons  who — 

“‘(1)  are  physically  and  mentally  quali¬ 
fied  for  service  in  the  Armed  Forces; 

“  ‘(2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for 
induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act; 
and 

“‘(3)  have  not  attained  the  age  of  eight¬ 
een  years  and  six  months. 

In  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  may 
authorize  the  enlistment  under  this  section, 
without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (2)  and  (3) ,  of  persons  who  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  ( 1 )  and  who  have 
critical  skills  and  are  engaged  in  civilian 
occupations  in  any  critical  defense -support¬ 
ing  industry  or  in  any  research  activity  af¬ 
fecting  national  defense. 

“‘(c)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section 
shall  be  for  a  period  of  eight  years.  Each 
person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during 
such  enlistment  (1)  to  perform  an  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less 
than  three  months  or  more  than  six  months, 
and  (2)  thereafter  to  perform  satisfactorily 
all  training  duty  prescribed  by  section  208 
(f)  of  this  Act,  except  that  (A)  performance 
of  such  initial  period  of  active  duty  for 
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training  by  any  person  enlisted  under  this 
section  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  course 
of  instruction  in  a  high  school  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred  until  such  person  ceases  to  pursue 
such  course  satisfactorily,  graduates  from 
such  course,  or  attains  the  age  of  twenty 
years,  whichever  first  occurs,  and  (B)  per¬ 
sons  specially  enlisted  because  of  their  pos¬ 
session  of  critical  skills  may  be  relieved  of 
any  obligation  to  perform  the  training  duty 
prescribed  by  section  208  (f).  Each  such 
person  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and 
service  under  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long  as  he 
continues  to  serve  satisfactorily,  as  deter¬ 
mined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  and  upon  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  eight  years  of  such  satisfactory  serv¬ 
ice  pursuant  to  such  enlistment  shall  be 
exempt  from  further  liability  for  induction 
for  training  and  service  under  such  Act,  ex¬ 
cept  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  subsection. 

"‘(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  law,  any  person  performing  the  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  required  by  clause 
(1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  shall — 

"  ‘(1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any 
period  of  hospitalization  incident  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  such  duty,  receive  pay  at  the 
rate  of  $50  per  month; 

“  ‘(2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade 
E-l  (under  four  months)  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  his  eligibility  to  receive  allow¬ 
ances  for  subsistence  or  for  travel  and  trans¬ 
portation,  or  to  receive  any  benefit  under 
title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended;  and 

“  ‘(3)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  re¬ 
serve  component  called  or  ordered  into  active 
service  for  extended  service  in  excess  of 
thirty  days  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
eligibility  for  any  benefit  made  available  to 
members  of  reserve  components  by  the  Act 
entitled  “An  Act  to  provide  for  members  of 
the  reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces 
who  suffer  disability  or  death  from  injuries 
incurred  while  engaged  in  active  duty  train¬ 
ing  for  periods  of  less  than  thirty  days  or 
while  engaged  in  active  duty  training”,  ap¬ 
proved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201),  except 
that  (A)  no  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to 
any  benefit  under  section  621  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended,  and  (B)  the  indemnity  accorded 
to  such  person  under  the  Servicemen’s  In¬ 
demnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  ter¬ 
minate  thirty  days  after  the  release  of  such 
person  from  such  period  of  active  duty  for 
training. 

Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  sub¬ 
section,  no  person  shall  become  entitled,  by 
reason  of  his  performance  of  a  period  of 
active  duty  for  training  required  by  clause 
(1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  to  any 
right,  benefit,  or  privilege  provided  by  law 
for  persons  who  have  performed  active  duty 
in  the  Armed  Forces. 

“‘(e)  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  advise  the  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  shall  report 
annually  to  the  Congress,  with  respect  to 
the  welfare  of  persons  performing  periods  of 
active  duty  for  training  under  clause  (1)  of 
subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  but  shall  have 
no  authority  with  respect  to  the  military 
training  of  such  persons  during  such  pe¬ 
riods.  Within  sixty  days  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955, 
the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  submit  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a 
program  containing  recommendations  for  the 
personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and  morals 
of  the  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  while 
performing  such  active  duty  for  training,  in¬ 
cluding  regulations  concerning  the  dispens¬ 
ing  of  alcoholic  beverages  on  training  estab¬ 
lishments,  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the 
several  States. 

"‘(f)  Any  person  who  completes  satisfac¬ 
torily  the  period  of  active  duty  for  training 


required  of  him  by  clause  (1)  of  subsection 
(c)  of  this  section  during  any  enlistment 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  entitled, 
upon  application  for  reemployment  within 
sixty  days  after  (A)  his  release  from  such  re¬ 
quired  period  of  active  duty  for  training  after 
satisfactory  completion  thereof,  or  (B)  his 
discharge  from  hospitalization  incident  to 
such  duty  continuing  after  such  release  for 
a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months,  to  all 
reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided 
by  section  9  of  the  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act  for  individuals  inducted 
under  the  provisions  of  such  Act,  except  that 
(1)  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  be  discharged  from  such  position 
without  cause  within  six  months  after  such 
restoration,  and  (2)  no  reemployment  rights 
granted  by  this  subsection  shall  entitle  any 
person  to  retention,  preference,  or  displace¬ 
ment  rights  over  a  veteran  with  a  superior 
claim  under  the  Veterans  Preference  Act  of 
1944,  as  amended. 

"  ‘263.  (a)  Until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may  pro¬ 
vide  by  regulations,  which  shall  be  as  nearly 
uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release  from 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to 
serving  the  periods  for  which  inducted  or 
enlisted,  but  in  no  case  before  serving  a 
minimum  of  twelve  months,  of  individuals 
who  were  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces 
on  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  Act  of  1955  and  Who  volunteer  for 
transfer  to  units  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval 
Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve.  Each  such 
individual  shall  be  required  to  participate 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  the  provisions 
of  section  208  (f)  of  this  Act  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  period  of  his  active 
duty,  totals  four  years.  The  total  number 
of  individuals  released  from  active  duty 
under  this  subsection  shall  not  exceed  one 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  annually. 

‘‘‘(b)  Until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may  ac¬ 
cept  enlistments  in  units  of  the  Army  Re¬ 
serve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve, 
Air  Force  Reserve,  and  Coast  Guard  Reserve 
for  a  period  of  one  year  from  individuals 
released  from  active  duty  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955. 
Persons  so  enlisting  shall  be  required  during 
such  enlistments  to  participate  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  under  the  provisions  of  section  208 
(f)  of  this  Act.’ 

“Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
amendments 

“Sec.  3  (a)  Section  4  (a)  (4)  of  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
first  sentence  thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following :  “  ‘Each  person  who, 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  paragraph  and  on  or  before  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
Act  of  1955,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  or  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty- 
sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  in 
a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of 
eight  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the 
grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in  accordance 
with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United. 
States  Coast  Guard) .  Each  person  who,  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  is  inducted,  enlisted. 


or  appointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve 
components  thereof,  except  a  person  enlist¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952,  or  a  person  deferred  under  the  next 
to  the  last  sentence  of  section  6  (d)  (1)  of 
this  Act,  as  amended,  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall 
be  required  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a  reserve 
component,  for  a  total  period  of  six  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of 
personal  hardship,  in  accordance  with  reg¬ 
ulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard).’ 

“(b)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  of  such  Act,  as 
amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.  456  (c)  (2)),  is 
amended  by — 

“(1)  adding  at  the  end  of  clause  (A) 
thereof  the  following  new  sentence;  ‘No 
such  person  who  has  completed  eight  years 
of  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  an 
organized  unit  of  the  National  Guard,  and 
who  during  such  service  has  performed  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training  with  an  armed  force 
for  not  less  than  three  consecutive  months, 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  dec¬ 
laration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made 
by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955.’; 

“(2)  striking  out  in  clause  (B)  thereof 
the  words  ‘or  clause  (A)’  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the  words  ‘or 
clause  (A),  clause  (C),  or  clause  (D) ’;  and 

“(3)  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  clauses: 

“‘(C)  Whenever  the  President  determines 
that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve, 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve, 
or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  main¬ 
tained  at  the  level  which  he  determines  to 
be  necessary  *  in  the  interest  of  national  de¬ 
fense,  he  may  authorize  the  acceptance  of 
enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready 
Reserve  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  author¬ 
ized  by  this  clause  may  be  accepted  only 
(i)  within  quotas  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  and  (ii)  from  persons  who 
have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induc¬ 
tion  under  this  Act  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six 
months.  Any  person  so  enlisted  shall  be 
deferred  from  training  and  service  under 
this  Act  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve 
satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  organized 
unit  of  such  Ready  Reserve.  No  person  de¬ 
ferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  clause 
shall  by  reason  of  such  deferment  be  liable 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
by  reason  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section 
after  he  has  attained  the  twenty-eighth  an¬ 
niversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 

“‘(D)  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  each  per¬ 
son  deferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
clause  (C)  hereof  may  volunteer  to  perform 
a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  pursuant 
to  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  thereof  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (d)  of 
such  section.  No  such  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  as 
a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  Ready 
Reserve,  and  who  during  such  service  has 
performed  such  period  of  active  duty  for 
training,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except 
after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  clause. 

*“(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  Act,  the  President,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
may  provide  that  any  person  enlisted  or 
appointed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  re¬ 
serve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  pur- 
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suant  to  authority  conferred  by  this  subsec¬ 
tion  or  under  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who  fails 
to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such. 
Ready  Reserve  may  be  selected  for  training 
and  service  and  inducted  into  the  armed 
force  of  which  such  reserve  component  is  a 
part,  prior  to  the  selection  and  induction  of 
other  persons  liable  therefor.’. 

“(c)  Section  6  (d)  (1)  of  such  Act  (50 
U.  S.  C.,  App.  456  (d)  (1) )  is  amended  by — 
“(1)  striking  out  in  clause  (C)  of  the  first 
sentence  thereof  the  words  ‘subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  of  this  title’,  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  ‘the  first  sentence  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  Act,  or  until  the  sixth 
anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in 
accordance  with  his  obligation  under  the 
second  sentence  of  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this 
Act’;  and 

“(2)  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  ‘Upon  the  successful  completion  by 
any  person  of  the  required  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  under  any  program  listed  in  clause  (A) 
of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such 
person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in  the 
appropriate  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  if  he  is  otherwise  qualified  for  such 
appointment.  If,  at  the  time  of  such  ap¬ 
pointment,  the  armed  force  in  which  such 
person  is  commissioned  does  not  require  his 
service  on  active  duty  in  fulfillment  of  the 
obligation  undertaken  by  him  in  compliance 
with  clause  (B)  of  the  first  sentence  of  this 
paragraph,  such  person  shall  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  for  training  with  such  armed 
force  in  the  grade  in  which  he  was  commis¬ 
sioned  for  a  period  of  six  months.  Upon 
completion  of  such  period  of  active  duty  for 
training,  such  person  shall  be  returned  to 
inactive  duty  and  shall  be  assigned  to  an  ap¬ 
propriate  reserve  unit  until  the  eighth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section.  So 
long  as  such  person  performs  satisfactory 
service  in  such  unit,  as  determined  under 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  he  shall  be  deferred  from  training 
and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
If  such  person  fails  to  perform  satisfactory 
service  in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not 
excused  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  his  commission  may  be 
revoked  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military  de¬ 
partment  concerned.’ 

“(d)  Section  6  (d)  (2)  of  such  Act  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  ‘Any  person  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  enlisted  in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval 
Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve 
who  thereafter  has  been  or  may  be  commis¬ 
sioned  therein  upon  graduation  from  an  Offi¬ 
cers’  Candidate  School  of  such  Armed  Force 
shall,  if  not  ordered  to  active  duty  as  a  com¬ 
missioned  officer,  be  deferred  from  training 
and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
so  long  as  he  performs  satisfactory  service  as 
a  commissioned  officer  in  an  appropriate 
unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  as  determined 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  department  concerned.  If  such 
person  fails  to  perform  satisfactory  service 
in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not  excused 
under  such  regulations,  his  commission  mav 
be  revoked  by  such  Secretary.’  ’’ 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Richard  b.  Russell, 

Harry  F.  Byrd, 

By  R.  B.  R. 

John  M.  Stennis, 

By  R.  B.  R. 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Styles  Bridges, 

L.  S. 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
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Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to  provide 
for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the 
action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer¬ 
ence  report: 

Under  the  Senate  amendment  the  obliga¬ 
tion  to  train  in  the  Ready  Reserve  would  be 
imposed  upon  each  person  enlisted,  ap¬ 
pointed,  or  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
commencing  with  those  entering  the  service 
30  days  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
proposed  legislation.  Thus  individuals  now 
on  active  duty  or  any  individual  who  entered 
on  active  duty  after  June  19,  1951,  while 
retaining  his  Ready  Reserve  obligation, 
would  not  be  obligated  to  train  under  the 
provisions  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

The  House  bill  applied  the  obligation  to 
train  in  the  Ready  Reserve  upon  all  persons 
appointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  after  July  27,  1953.  Persons 
who  had  served  on  active  duty  prior  to  that 
date  would  be  relieved  of  their  Ready  Reserve 
obligation. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  the  Senate  version, 
but  eliminated  the  30-day  period  following 
the  enactment  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

Thus,  under  the  conference  report,  young 
men  who  enter  the  Armed  Forces  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  will  be  required  to  serve  on  active  duty 
for  the  period  for  which  they  are  obligated, 
and  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  for  a  period  of 
time  which,  when  added  to  their  period  of 
active  duty,  totals  5  years. 

Thus,  an  inductee  who  serves  2  years  on 
active  duty  will  be  required  to  participate 
in  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  3  years.  During  this  3-year  period, 
he  will  be  required  to  participate  in  48 
drill  periods  and  not  to  exceed  17  days’  active 
duty  for  training  annually.  If  he  cannot 
participate  in  this  type  of  training,  or  equiv¬ 
alent  training,  he  can  apply  for  30  days  of 
active  duty  each  year,  and  thus  fulfill  his 
training  obligation.  If  he  refuses  or  fails 
to  satisfactorily  participate  in  the  above  type 
of  training,  he  can  be  involuntarily  ordered 
to  active  duty  for  45  days  to  satisfy  his 
Ready  Reserve  obligation  for  the  year  in 
which  he  fails  to  satisfactorily  participate. 

Under  the  Senate  amendment  the  total 
military  obligation  remained  at  8  years. 
That  is,  the  period  of  active  duty,  plus  the 
period  of  service  in  the  Ready  and  Standby 
Reserve,  remained  at  8  years. 

Under  the  House  bill,  the  total  obligation 
for  all  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces 
after  June  19,  1951,  was  reduced  to  6  years, 
except  for  the  6  months  trainees  and  ROTC 
graduates  who  hereafter  only  perform  active 
duty  training  for  6  months.  Under  the 
House  bill,  these  individuals  would  continue 
to  have  an  8-year  obligation. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  provisions  in  the 
conference  report  which  reduce  the  total 
obligation  to  6  years  for  all  individuals  ap¬ 
pointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
proposed  legislation.  However,  individuals 
now  serving  on  active  duty,  or  who  previ¬ 
ously  served  on  active  duty,  who,  under  the 
conference  report,  will  have  no  obligation 
to  train,  will  continue  to  have  a  total  8-year 
military  obligation. 

The  only  exceptions  to  the  6-year  provi¬ 
sion,  with  regard  to  the  total  military  obli¬ 
gation,  will  be  those  individuals  who  enter 
into  the  6  months’  training  program  and 
agree  to  serve  7  %  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
and  who  train  annually  therein.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  ROTC  and  OCS  graduates  who  only  per¬ 
form  6  months  of  active  duty  training  will 
likewise  have  an  8-year  total  obligation. 

In  addition,  both  the  House  bill  and  the 
Senate  amendment  contained  a  provision 


whereby  persons  may  enlist  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve, 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or 
Coast  Guard  Reserve,  prior  to  reaching  the 
age  of  18  years  and  6  months. 

These  persons  will  be  deferred  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  so  long  as  they  continue  to 
serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  or¬ 
ganized  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Each  person  will  be  deferred  until  he  has 
attained  the  28th  anniversary  of  the  date  of 
his  birth. 

This  will  authorize  enlistments  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  Components  of  the  Military  Services  in 
the  same  manner  in  which  persons  may  now 
be  enlisted  in  the  National  Guard. 

If  any  such  enlistee  performs  a  period  of 
active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than  3 
months  nor  more  than  6  months  and  there¬ 
after  continues  to  satisfactorily  participate 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  he  will  not  be  liable  for 
induction  after  he  has  completed  8  years  of 
combined  active  duty  for  training  and  Ready 
Reserve  training. 

Thus,  if  the  President  determines  that  the 
Ready  Reserve  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces 
is  not  maintained  at  the  level  he  deems  nec¬ 
essary,  he  can  authorize  individuals  to  enlist 
in  such  Reserve  Components  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  age  of  18%  in  a  manner  similar  to 
existing  law  with  respect  to  the  National 
Guard. 

These  individuals  remain  liable  for  induc¬ 
tion  up  to  age  28  if  they  fail  to  satisfactorily 
participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve  in  which 
they  enlisted.  However,  under  the  confer¬ 
ence  report,  enlistees  in  the  Armed  Forces 
under  this  provision  can  reduce  their  lia¬ 
bility  for  induction  from  age  28  to  a  total 
8-year  obligation  by  active  duty  for  training 
of  not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6  months. 
Such  enlistees  will,  while  serving  on  such 
active  duty  training  receive  the  same  pay 
and  benefits  as  are  applicable  to  individuals 
who  enlist  under  the  age  of  18%  in  the  6 
months’  training  program,  provided  for  in 
other  provisions  of  the  conference  report. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  provided  for  a  not  to  exceed  6  months’ 
training  program.  Individuals  may  agree  to 
participate  in  active  duty  training  and  there¬ 
after  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  7% 
years  and  to  train  therein.  Enlistment  in 
such  a  program  is  voluntary,  but  thereafter 
the  Reserve  training  is  mandatory. 

The  Senate  amendment  did  not  establish 
a  statutory  limit  of  the  quota  to  be  trained 
in  this  program  annually.  The  House  bill 
provided  an  annual  quota  of  not  to  exceed 
250,000.  The  House  bill  also  provided  that 
the  training  would  be  for  not  more  than  6 
months.  The  Senate  amendment  provided 
that  the  training  would  be  for  not  less  than  3 
nor  more  than  6  months.  The  conferees 
agreed  to  this  portion  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  House  bill  contained  a.  July  1,  1959, 
termination  date  for  the  authorization  for 
the  6  months’  training  program.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment  contained  similar  language, 
but  extended  the  date  1  month  to  August  1, 
1959.  The  conferees  agreed  to  this  portion 
of  the  Senate  amendment. 

Persons  enlisting  in  the  6  months’  program 
prior  to  reaching  the  age  of  18%  years  while 
pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  high 
school  shall  be  deferred  from  the  6  months’ 
training  until  such  person  ceases  to  pursue 
his  high-school  course  satisfactorily,  grad¬ 
uates,  or  attains  the  age  of  20  years,  which¬ 
ever  first  occurs. 

Thus,  under  the  conference  report,  not  to 
exceed  250,000  young  men  may  be  accepted 
for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  provided 
they  agree  to  perform  active-duty  training 
for  not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6  months 
as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  thereafter,  until  he  has  com¬ 
pleted  a  total  period  of  8  years  of  combined 
active  and  reserve  service,  such  individual 
will  be  obligated  to  perform  training  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  consisting  of  48  drill  periods 
and  not  more  than  17  days  of  active-duty 
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training  each  year,  or  in  lieu  thereof, 
days  of  active  duty  training  each  year. 

If  a  6-month  trainee,  or  an  individual  who 
enlists  in  the  Reserve  prior  to  attaining  age 
18'/2  and  agrees  to  remain  liable  for  induc¬ 
tion  up  to  age  28,  fails  to  participate  satis¬ 
factorily,  he  may  be  ofdered  to  active  duty 
for  45  days  or  he  may  be  selected  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  and  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  prior  to  the  induction  of  other  per¬ 
sons  liable  therefor. 

The  Senate  amendment  required  no  par¬ 
ticipation  in  training  for  any  person  enter¬ 
ing  the  armed  services  prior  to  30  days  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  act.  However,  in 
order  to  induce  such  persons  to  participate 
in  training  upon  their  release  from  active 
duty,  the  amendment  contained  provisions 
whereby  any  person  who  had  served  on  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  not  less  than  18  months  could 
be  assigned  or  enlisted  in  an  organized  com¬ 
bat  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army 
or  Marine  Corps  for  a  period  of  3  years  and 
be  entitled  to  receive  a  bonus  in  an  amount 
equal  to  that  basic  pay  to  which  such  per¬ 
son  would  be  entitled  for  2  months’  service 
on  active  duty  in  the  grade  in  which  he  was 
assigned  or  enlisted. 

Furthermore,  persons  who  on  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  act  were  serving  in  an  active 
unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  which  had  been 
designated  an  organized  combat  unit  could 
have  been  discharged  for  the  purpose  of 
reenlisting  in  such  unit  and  thus  become 
eligible  for  the  payment  of  the  bonus. 

The  House  bill  contained  no  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  the  Senate  conferees  receded  on 
these  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment 
and  in  lieu  thereof  the  conferees  adopted 
other  provisions  to  induce  persons  to  vol¬ 
untarily  participate  in  training. 

The  first  provision  would  authorize  the 
Secretaries  of  the  military  services,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  until 
July  1,  1957,  to  promulgate  regulations 
whereby  persons  who  have  already  been  in¬ 
ducted  or  enlisted  and  who  complete  a 
minimum  of  12  months  in  the  Armed 
Forces,  to  be  released  from  active  duty  and 
transferred  to  units  of  the  Army  Reserve, 
Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  if 
such  individual  agrees  to  participate  in 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  period  of  his 
active  duty,  totals  4  years.  The  maximum 
number  of  individuals  who  can  be  released 
from  active  duty  under  this  provision  may 
not  exceed  150.000  persons  annually. 

The  second  provision  adopted  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  to  induce  persons  to  voluntarily  par¬ 
ticipate  in  Reserve  training,  provides  that, 
until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the 
military  services,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  may  accept  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  of 
1  year  from  individuals  who  are  released 
from  active  duty  after  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  conference  report.  Such  per¬ 
sons  who  enlist  will  be  required  to  train 
during  that  1-year  period,  but,  thereafter, 
at  his  own  request,  he  will  be  relieved  of 
further  obligation  to  serve  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

The  total  number  of  enlistments  under 
this  provision  may  not  exceed  200,000  an¬ 
nually. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  contained  provisions  whereby  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  would 
advise  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  report  annually  to  the  Congress 
with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  per¬ 
forming  initial  periods  of  active  duty  for 
training,  but  would  have  no  authority  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  of  such  per¬ 
sons. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  an  addi¬ 
tional  provision  whereby,  within  60  days 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  act,  the 
National  Security  Training  Commission 
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night  tonight  to  file  a  report  on  H.  R. 
7474. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland? 

There  was  no  objection. 


would  submit  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  Cn  Public  Works  may  have  until  mid- 
a  program  containing  recommendations  for  ] 
the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and  : 
morals  of  the  “not  less  than  3  or  more  than  j 
6  months  trainees”  while  performing  active  i 
duty  for  training,  includling  regulations  con¬ 
cerning  the  dispensing  of  alcoholic  beverages 
on  training  establishments  in  conformity 
with  the  laws  of  the  several  States. 

The  House  bill  contained  no  such  provi¬ 
sion,  and  the  House  conferees  receded  and 
agreed  to  this  provision  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  -when  per¬ 
sons  had  completed  their  Ready  Reserve  ob¬ 
ligation,  they  would  automatically  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.  The  Senate 
amendment  provided  that  persons  would  be 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  at  their 
own  request,  as  is  now  the  case  in  existing 
law. 

The  House  conferees  recognized  that  some  ] 
persons  in  the  Ready  Reserve  would  want  i 
to  voluntarily  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve  j 
after  having  completed  their  obligated  period  i 
of  service  and  thus  agreed  to  that  portion  ; 
of  the  Senate  amendment  that  it  would  be 
necessary  for  a  person  to  request  transfer  to 
the  Standby  Reserve.' 

The  Senate  amendment  provided  for  the  ; 
transfer  of  persons  from  the  Standby  Re-  : 
serve  to  the  Ready  Reserve  whenever  the  i 
reason  for  their  transfer  to  the  Standby  Re-  i 
serve  no  longer  existed.  The  House  bill  con-  j 
tained  no  similar  provision.  This  portion  ; 
of  the  Senate  amendment  is  intended  to  pro-  j 
vide  authority  to  reassign  individuals  who 


COMMITTEE  ON  VETERANS’ 
AFFAIRS 

Mr.  EDMONDSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Veterans’  Affairs  or  any  sub¬ 
committee  thereof  may  sit  during  gen¬ 
eral  debate  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Okla¬ 
homa? 

There  was  no  objection? 


EXTENSION  OF  RENEGOTIATION 
ACT  OF  1951 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4904)  to  extend  the  Renegotiation  Act 
of  1951  for  2  years,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read 
in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


were  engaged  in  critical  skills  and  who  no  /  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 


longer  engaged  in  such  skills  while  still 
under  a  reserve  obligation,  to  be  placed  back 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  to  complete  their  ob¬ 
ligation.  The  House  managers  agreed  to  this 
portion  of  the  Senate  amendment.  This 
portion  of  the  amendment,  plus  the  author-  • 
ity  to  screen  individuals  into  the  Standby  j 
Reserve,  will  provide  a  program  which  will 
assist  in  the  solution  of  the  vital  question 
of  the  proper  utilization  of  persons  with 
critical  skills  engaged  in  defense-supporting 
activities  and  those  so  engaged  in  research. 

In  determining  which  persons  enter  this 
program,  the  President  will  have  available  to 
him  the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  System,  and  in  determining 
which  persons  should  be  transferred  from 
the  Standby  to  the  Ready  Reserve  under  the 
Senate  amendment,  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  will  have  available  to  him  the  advice 
and  assistance  of  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem. 

There  were  no  changes  in  substance  made  j 
between  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  with  respect  to  ministerial  stu¬ 
dents  and  the  authority  of  the  President  to 
order  a  limited  number  of  Ready  Reservists 
to  active  duty  in  time  of  national  emergency. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  contained  a  provision  fixing  the  ceil¬ 
ing  on  the  size  of  the  Ready  Reserve  at 
2,900,000  persons.  The  conferees  agreed  that 
this  figure,  until  July  1,  1957,  should  only 
represent  persons  who  are  participating  in 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  others 
who  do  not  train  while  having  a  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  obligation  will  not  be  counted  against 
that  total. 

Other  changes  between  the  House  bill  and 
the  Senate  amendment  are  technical  or 
clarifying  in  nature  and  do  not  affect  the 
substance  of  the  conference  report. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 


COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  WORKS 


unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 


the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  July  14, 
1955.) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  COOPER  asked  and  was  given 
^permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
'point  in  the  Record.) 

\Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  had 
in  the  House  bill  a  provision  which  did 
not  apply  the  profit  limitations  of  the 
Vinson-Trammel  Act  or  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  to  contracts  or  subcontracts 
which  were  exempt  under  section  106  of 
the  Renegotiation  Act,  relating  to  man¬ 
datory  exemptions.  The  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  struck  out  this  provision.  The  con¬ 
ferees  restored,  this  provision  but  limited 
its  application  to  contracts  or  subcon¬ 
tracts  under  section  106  (a)  (8),  relat¬ 
ing  to  exemption  of  standard  commer¬ 
cial  articles. 

The  Senate  also  adopted  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  provided  an  exemption  for 
standard  commercial  services.  This 
would  provide  the  same  treatment  for 
standard  commercial  services  as  is  now 
applied  to  standard  commercial  articles. 
The  House  conferees  agreed  to  this  pro¬ 
vision. 

We  also  agreed  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  for  a  mandatory  exemption  of 
competitive  bid  contracts  similar  to  the 
exemption  contained  in  the  Renegotia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1943,  but  we  limited  such 
amendment  to  contracts  made  after 
December  31,  1954.  The  Renegotiation 
Board  approved  of  this  exemption  with 
the  limitation  as  to  the  effective  date. 

We  agreed  to  a  Senate  amendment 


Mrr  FALLON:  Mr.-  -  Speaker, T  ask  CUrtfig-  an  inconsistency  in  the  law  ex¬ 


tending  the  partial  mandatory  exemp- 
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tion  for\ew  durable  productive  equip¬ 
ment  to  prune  contracts.  Under  exist¬ 
ing  law  a  naanufacturer  who  sells  an 
item  of  new  durable  productive  equip¬ 
ment  directly  t\ the  Government  is  ex¬ 
empt.  whereas  He  is  not  exempt  if  he 
sells  the  same  item\to  another  manufac¬ 
turer  who  incorporates  it  in  equipment 
sold  to  the  Government.  Under  the 
Senate  amendment  the  exemption  ap¬ 
plies  to  both  cases.  \ 

We  also  agreed  to  a  SenMe  amendment 
directing  the  Joint  Committee  on  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Taxation  tp  make  a 
study  of  the  Renegotiation  of  1951 
to  ascertain  the  necessity  of  continuing 
renegotiation  beyond  December  3V  1956, 
and,  if  so,  whether  its  scope  should  not 
be  limited  to  certain  specific  items.  \ 
The  House  conferees  disagreed  to  ti^e 
Senate  amendment  giving  the  Renegos 
tiation  Board  and  the  Tax  Court  author¬ 
ity  to  reopen  and  redetermine,  without 
regard  to  the  statute  of  limitations,  con¬ 
tracts  or  subcontracts  which  had  already 
been  renegotiated  and  closed. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  the 
matter  before  us  now  I  just  want  to  say 
that  this  is  a  unanimous  report.  I  think 
all  of  the  departments  concur  thoroughly 
and  unanimously  with  every  provision 
in  it,  so  that  this  conference  report  is 
truly  an  all-round  popular  report  and 
agreed  upon  by  all  those  interested. 


July  21/ 


RETIREMENT  INCOME  TAX  CREDIT 

TO  MEMBERS  OF  THE  ARMED 

FORCES 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R. 
291)  to  extend  the  retirement  income 
tax  credit  to  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  which  has  been  unanimously  re¬ 
ported  favorably  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows-! 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  section  37  (T)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  is.fiereby 
amended  by  striking  out  the  following: 
except  that  such  term  does  not/fnclude  a 
fund  or  system  established  by  the  United 
States  for  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States.”  / 

Sec.  2.  The  amendment  piade  by  this  act 
shall  be  applicable  to  taxalge  years  beginning 
after  December  31,  1953.' 

With  the  following' committee  amend¬ 
ment:  / 

Page  1,  line  10,  strike  out  “1953”  and  insert 
“1954.”  / 

The  comrmu.ee  amendment  was  agreed 
to.  / 

The  bU/ was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  remf  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon- 
sideiywas  laid  on  the  table. 

GMr.  COOPER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  the 
purpose  of  H.  R.  291,  which  was  unani¬ 
mously  reported  by  the  Committee  on 


Ways  and  Means,  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954,  thereby  removing 
the  discrimination  against  retired  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Forces  which  exists 
under  present  law  and  allow  them  to 
qualify  for  the  retirement  income-tax 
credit  in  the  same  manner  as  other  per¬ 
sons  who  are  retired  under  a  public  re¬ 
tirement  system. 

This  discrimination  resulted  when  the 
Senate  amended  the  House  passed  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  retirement  income-tax  credit 
provision  last  year.  The  Senate  version 
provided  that  persons  who  retire  under 
a  public  retirement  system  could  qual¬ 
ify  for  the  tax  credit  if  they  were 
under  65  years  of  age,  but  excluded  per¬ 
sons  who  retired  under  a  retirement  fund 
established  by  the  United  States  for 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  by  a  narrowed  definition 
of  “public  retirement  system.”  H.  R.  291 
jhances  the  definition  of  “public  retire- 
lent  system”  to  include  persons  who  re¬ 
tire  under  a  retirement  fund  established , 
by  urn  United  States  for  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  TJeie 
objective  of  the  bill  is  very  desirable 

I,  therefore,  urge  all  Members  of  the 
House  of\Representatives  to  support 
H.  R.  29l\md  vote  with  for  its 
passage. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill 
corrects  a  discrimination  ip' the  tax  laws 
against  retired  rri'embers/of  the  Armed 
Forces.  It  permits\uch' individuals  who 
have  not  attained  a^‘65  to  qualify  for 
the  retirement  incoqre^ax  credit  allowed 
under  section  37  of4he  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  in/  the  safne  manner  as 
other  persons  who  retired  under  a  public 
retirement  system.  The  Department  of 
Defense  hay'recommended  this  legisla¬ 
tion  to  the.-Congress.  The  bill  was  intro¬ 
duced  at,tne  beginning  of  this  session  by 
our  dinsinguished  ranking  mihority 
member,  Mr.  Reed  of  New  York,  anawas 
reported  unanimously  by  the  Comini, 
on  Ways  and  Means.  , 

-  — * 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  CODE 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  542)  to  amend  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  which  has  been  unani¬ 
mously  reported  favorably  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  just  want  the 
House  to  know  that  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Cooper]  is  about  to  pre¬ 
sent  4  or  5  bills  all  of  which  passed  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  unani¬ 
mously.  They  have  been  discussed  thor¬ 
oughly  and  should  be  passed  by  this 
House. 

(Mr.  JENKINS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows!/ 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  the  terms/msed 
In  this  act  shall  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  Internal  Revenge  Code. 

Sec.  2.  Collection  of  income  tax  ajr  source  on 
wages 

Section  3402  of  the  Internabftevenue  Code 
Is  hereby  amended  as  follow^/ 

(a)  By  inserting  “(exceox  as  provided  in 
subsection  (j)  )  ”  immediidfely  after  the  words 
“shall  deduct  and  withhold  upon  such 
wages”  in  subsection  ta)  thereof;  and 

(b)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  subsection: 

“(j)  Noncash  remuneration  to  retail  com¬ 
mission  salesman;  In  the  case  of  remunera¬ 
tion  paid  in  ghy  medium  other  than  cash 
for  services  Performed  by  an  individual  as 
a  retail  salesman  for  a  person,  where  the 
service  performed  by  such  individual  for 
such  person  is  ordinarily  performed  for 
remuneration  solely  by  way  of  cash  commis¬ 
sion  employer  shall  not  be  required  to 
deduct  or  withhold  any  tax  under  this  sub¬ 
chapter  with  respect  to  such  remuneration, 
Provided  that  such  employer  files  with  the 
'Commissioner  such  information  as  may  be 
prescribed  under  regulations  adopted  by  the 
Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  with  respect  to  such  remuneration." 

Sec.  3.  Effective  date 

The  amendment  made  by  section  2  shall 
be  applicable  only  with  respect  to  remunera¬ 
tion  paid  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
this  act. 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  2,  strike  out  lines  12,  13,  and  14  and 
Insert  “Secretary  or  his  delegate  such  infor¬ 
mation  with  respect  to  such  remuneration 
as  the  Secretary  or  his  delegate  may  by  regu¬ 
lation  prescribe.” 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

(Mr.  COOPER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  on  the  bill  H.  R. 
542.) 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill, 
R.  542,  amends  the  Internal  Revenue 
Cdde  of  1954  to  provide  that  noncash  in¬ 
centive  remuneration  paid  to  retail  com¬ 
mission  salesmen  in  the  form  of  prizes 
shall  rtsg;  be  subject  to  the  withholding 
tax  provisions  of  the  Code.  It  is  not  the 
purpose  okhe  bill,  however,  to  affect  the 
taxability  of.  such  prizes  in  the  hands  of 
the  salesmaiN  who  will  continue  to  pay 
the  tax  appropriate  to  the  value  of  the 
prize. 

No  revenue  prJvblems  are  created  by 
this  bill  because  or\the  safeguards  pro¬ 
vided  to  assure  the  sound  administration 
of  the  provision.  Fonexample,  the  em¬ 
ployer  seeking  the  benefits  of  the  bill  is 
required  to  supply  any  information  that 
may  be  required  pursuant\o  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

The  Committee  on  Ways  arid  Means 
ordered  this  bill  reported  by  unanimous 
vote  and  urges  its  adoption  by  the  Ifouse 
of  Representatives. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  H.  R.  ^2 
provides  that  when  an  employee  is  paifc 
in  a  medium  other  than  cash  for  services' 
performed  by  him  as  a  retail  commis¬ 
sioned  salesman,  the  remuneration  will 
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July  21,  1955. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


.Mr,  Brooks  of  Louisiana,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted 
P  the  following 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  7000] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to 
provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recom¬ 
mend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senate  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following:  That  this  Ad  may  be  cited  as  the  “ Reserve 
Forces  Act  of  1955” . 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT  OF  1952 

)  Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952 
(50  U.  S.  C.  925  ( b ))  is  amended  by  striking  cut  the  words  11  one  million 
jive  hundred  thousand ”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “two  mil¬ 
lion  nine  hundred  thousand.  Until  July  1,  1957,  this  total  shall  not 
include  any  person  who  has  a  reserve  obligation  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  whenever  such  person  is  not  participating 
satisfactorily  in  an  accredited  training  program  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  as 
prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary” . 

(b)  Section  208  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  redesignating  subsections 
(/),  ( 9 '),  (k),  and  (i)  thereof  as  subsections  ( g ),  ( h ),  (i),  and  (j),  respec¬ 
tively,  and  (2)  inserting,  immediately  after  subsection  (e)  thereof,  the 
following  new  subsection: 

“(f)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  ( 1 )  each  person  inducted,  enlisted,  or 
appointed  in  any  armed  force  of  the  United  States  or  any  component 
thereof  under  any  provision  of  law  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 

5500G 


2 


RESERVE  FORCES  ACT  OF  1955 


Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  who  becomes  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
by  reason  of  any  provision  of  law  other  than  section  208  (c)  of  this  Act, 
and  (2)  each  person  who  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
Act  of  1955  becomes  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  under  section  263 
of  this  Act,  shall  be  required,  while  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  to 
(A)  participate  in  not  less  than  forty-eight  scheduled  drills  or  training 
periods,  and  to  perform  not  more  than  seventeen  days  of  active  duty  for 
training,  during  each  year,  or  { B )  perform  annually  not  more  than  thirty 
days  of  active  duty  for  training.  Any  such  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
{except  any  member  enlisted  therein  under  section  6  (c)  {2)  {C)  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act)  who  in  any  year  fails  to 
perform  such  training  duty  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  Secretary  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to  perform  additional  active 
duty  for  training  for  not  more  than  forty -five  days.  If  such  failure 
occurs  during  the  final  year  of  any  period  of  obligatory  membership  in 
the  Ready  Reserve,  such  membership  shall  be  extended  for  such  time,  not  a 
exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required  for  the  performance  by  such ^ 
member  of  such  additional  active  duty  for  training .” 

(c)  Section  208  (g)  of  such  Act,  as  amended  by  the  preceding  sub¬ 
section  of  this  Act,  is  amended  by — 

(1)  redesignating  paragraphs  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  thereof  as  para¬ 
graphs  ( 3 ),  (4),  and  (P),  respectively;  and 

(2)  inserting,  immediately  after  paragraph  { 1 )  thereof,  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  paragraph: 

“{2)  if  he  (A)  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  for  not  less  than  twelve  months ,  and  has  served 
satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  a  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  pursuant 
to  a  transfer  made  under  section  263  (a)  of  this  Act  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  the  period  of  his  active  duty,  totals  four  years, 
or  {B)  has  satisfactorily  completed  an  enlistment  under  section 
263  (b)  of  this  Act;”. 

(d)  Section  208  of  such  Act  {50  U.  S.  C.  928)  is  further  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections: 

“{k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  each  Armed 
force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a  system  of  continuous  screening 
of  units  and  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that —  j 

“{1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those  members  or  units  \ 
durr  g  a  mobilization; 

“{2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military  skills; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  possessing  critical  civilian 
skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  beyond  the  requirements  for 
those  skills  except  for  persons  who  have  military  skills  for  which 
there  is  an  overriding  requirement; 

“{4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  military  require¬ 
ments,  recognition  is  given  to  participation  in  combat;  and 

u{5)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  whose  mobilization  in  an 
emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal  or  community  hardship 
are  not  retained  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

“{1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  {or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has  not  complete  d  his  obligated 
period  of  military  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred  to  the 
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Ready  Reserve  whenever  the  reason  for  his  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve 
no  longer  exists.” 

(e)  Section  233  (a)  of  such  Act  {50  U.  S.  C.  961  { a ))  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence:  “No  member  of  the 
Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  under  this  subsection  until 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service  has  determined  that  such  member  is 
available  for  active  duty.” 

(J)  The  proviso  contained  in  section  233  (b)  { 1 )  of  such  Act  {50 
U.  S.  C.  961  (6)  {!))  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “ Provided ,  That 
not  more  than  one  million  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  all  reserve 
components  may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  involuntarily  at  any 
time  unless  the  Congress  shall  have  authorized  the  exercise  of  the  authority 
contained  in  this  subsection  with  respect  to  a  larger  number” . 

{g)  Section  233  of  such  Act  {50  U.  S.  C.  961 )  is  further  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection: 

“{h)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  prescribe , 
xiny  person  who,  while  a  member  of  a  reserve  component,  becomes  a 
fregular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  shall  be  entitled  upon  his 
request  to  a  discharge  from  the  reserve  component  of  which  he  is  a  member. 
No  member  of  any  reserve  component  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
duty,  or  to  participate  in  active  training  and  service,  active  duty  for 
training,  or  inactive  duty  training,  while  preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a 
recognized  theological  or  divinity  school.” 

{h)  Chapter  7  of  part  II  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting,  imme¬ 
diately  after  section  259  thereof,  the  following  new  section: 

“Sec.  260.  {a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  prescribe,  each  military  department  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  maintained  an  accurate  record  of  the 
number  of  members  of  each  class  of  each  reserve  component  who  during 
each  fiscal  year  have  satisfactorily  participated  in  (1 )  active  duty  for 
training,  and  {2)  inactive  duty  training  with  pay. 

“{ b )  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  transmit 
to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  a  report  which  shall  contain  an 
account  of  the  status  of  training  of  each  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  the  progress  made  in  the  strengthening  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents,  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year.” 

{%)  Part  II  of  such  Act,  as  amended  by  preceding  subsections  of  this 
section,  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
chapter: 

“ Chapter  8 — Special  Enlistment  Programs 

“Sec.  261.  {a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secretary 
shall  prescribe,  any  person  who  is  qualified  for  enlistment  for  active  duty 
in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard,  and 
who  has  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces 
under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  may  be  enlisted 
in  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force 
Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  respectively ,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  section. 

“{b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a  period  of  six 
years.  Each  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such  enlistment 
to  perform — 

“(f  )  active  duty  for  a  period  of  two  years; 
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“(2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  the  Beady  Reserve  for 
a  period  which,  when  added  to  service  rendered  under  paragraph  ( 1 ) 
of  this  subsection,  will  total  five  years;  and 

“(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  enlistment  as  a  member  of 
the  Standby  Reserve. 

“Sec.  262.  ( a )  Until  August  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President  de¬ 
termines  that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or 
Coast  Guard,  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  determines 
to  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the 
acceptance  of  enlistments  in  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense.  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted  only  within 
quotas  ( which  quotas  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  250,000  persons  annually) 
prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense.  No  enlistment  shall  be  accepted  under  this  section  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  component  if  such  enlistment  would  cause j* 
the  strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized  strength  of\M 
such  Ready  Reserve. 

“(b)  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted  from  persons 
who — 

“(1)  are  physically  and  mentally  qualified  for  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces; 

“(2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces  under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act;'  and 
“(3)  have  not  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months. 
In  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  may  authorize  the  enlistment  under  this  section,  without  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3),  of  persons  who  fulfill  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (1)  and  who  have  critical  skills  and  are 
engaged  in  civilian  occupations  in  any  critical  defense-supporting  industry 
or  in  any  research  activity  affecting  national  defense. 

“(c)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a  period  of  eight 
years.  Each  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such  enlistment 
(1)  to  perform  an  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  training  of  not  less  than 
three  months  or  more  than  six  months,  and  (2)  thereafter  to  perform 
satisfactorily  all  training  duty  prescribed  by  section  208  (/)  of  this  Act,  . 
except  that  (A)  performance  of  such  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  train-  ( 
ing  by  any  person  enlisted  under  this  section  while  satisfactorily  pursuing 
a  course  of  instruction  in  a  high  school  shall  be  deferred  until  such  person 
ceases  to  pursue  such  course  satisfactorily ,  graduates  from  such  course,  or 
attains  the  age  of  twenty  years,  whichever  first  occurs,  and  (B)  persons 
specially  enlisted,  because  of  their  possession  of  critical  skills  may  be 
relieved  of  any  obligation  to  perform  the  training  duty  prescribed  by  sec¬ 
tion  208  (f).  Each  such  person  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and 
service  under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and,  Service  Act,  as 
amended,  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily ,  as  determined 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  and  upon  the 
completion  of  eight  years  of  such  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  such 
enlistment  shall  be  exempt  from  further  liability  for  induction  for  training 
and  service  under  such  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
subsection. 
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“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  any  person  perform¬ 
ing  the  period  of  active  duty  for  training  required  by  clause  (1 )  of  sub¬ 
section  (c)  of  this  section  shall — 

“(1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any  period  of  hospitaliza¬ 
tion  incident  to  the  performance  of  such  duty,  receive  pay  at  the  rate 
of  $50  per  month; 

“(2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  four  months) 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  eligibility  to  receive  allowances  for 
subsistence  or  for  travel  and  transportation,  or  to  receive  any  benefit 
under  title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended; 
and 

“(8)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  called  or 
ordered  into  active  service  for  extended  service  in  excess  of  thirty  days 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  eligibility  for  any  benefit  made  avail¬ 
able  to  members  of  reserve  components  by  the  Act  entitled  ‘An  Act  to 
provide  for  members  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces 
k  who  suffer  disability  or  death  from  injuries  incurred  while  engaged 

f  in  active  duty  training  for  periods  of  less  than  thirty  days  or  while 

engaged  in  active  duty  training’,  approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat. 
201),  except  that  (A)  no  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  any  benefit 
under  section  621  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of 
1940,  as  amended,  and  (B)  the  indemnity  accorded  to  such  person 
under  the  Servicemen’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall 
terminate  thirty  days  after  the  release  of  such  person  from  such 
period  of  active  duty  for  training. 

Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  subsection ,  no  person  shall  become 
entitled,  by  reason  of  his  performance  of  a  period  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  required  by  clause  (1 )  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section,  to  any  right, 
benefit,  or  privilege  provided  by  law  for  persons  who  have  performed  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

“(e)  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  advise  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  shall  report  annually  to  the 
Congress,  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  performing  periods  of 
active  duty  for  training  under  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section, 
but  shall  have  no  authority  with  respect  to  the  military  training  of  such 
persons  during  such  periods.  Within  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  the  National  Security  Training 
' Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  program  con¬ 
taining  recommendations  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and 
morals  of  the  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  while  performing  such  active 
duty  for  training,  including  regulations  concerning  the  dispensing  of 
alcoholic  beverages  on  training  establishments,  in  conformity  with  the 
laws  of  the  several  States. 

“(f)  Any  person  ivho  completes  satisfactorily  the  period  of  active  duty 
for  training  required  of  him  by  clause  (1 )  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section 
during  any  enlistment  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  entitled,  upon  ap¬ 
plication  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (A)  his  release  from 
such  required  period  of  active  duty  for  training  after  satisfactory  comple¬ 
tion  thereof,  or  (B)  his  discharge  from  hospitalization  incident  to  such 
duty  continuing  after  such  release  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months, 
to  all  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  for  individuals  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  such  Act,  except  that  (1 )  any  person  so  restored  to  a  posi- 
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tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be  discharged 
from  such  position  without  cause  within  six  months  after  such  restoration , 
and  {2)  no  reemployment  rights  granted  by  this  subsection  shall  entitle  any 
person  to  retention,  preference,  or  displacement  rights  over  a  veteran  with 
a  superior  claim  under  the  Veterans  Preference  Act  of  1944,  as  amended. 

“263.  (a)  Until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army ,  Navy,  and 
Air  Force  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  {and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard )  may  provide 
by  regulations,  which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  from  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods 
for  which  inducted  or  enlisted,  but  in  no  case  before  serving  a  minimum 
of  twelve  months,  of  individuals  who  were  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  and  who 
volunteer  for  transfer  to  units  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve.  Each  such 
individual  shall  be  required  to  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  the 
provisions  of  section  208  (/)  of  this  Act  for  a  period  which,  when  added  to ^ 
the  period  of  his  active  duty,  totals  four  years.  The  total  number  of  indi 
viduals  released  from  active  duty  under  this  subsection  shall  not  exceed 
one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  annually. 

“(b)  Until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may 
accept  enlistments  in  units  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve ,  Air  Force  Reserve ,  and  Coast  Guard  Reserve  for  a  period 
of  one  year  from  individuals  released  from  active  duty  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955.  Persons  so  enlisting  shall 
be  required  during  such  enlistments  to  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
under  the  provisions  of  section  208  (/)  of  this  Act.” 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT  AMENDMENTS 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  4  (d)  { 3 )  of  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  first  sentence 
thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  “ Each  person  who, 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  paragraph  and  on  or  before 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  is  inducted 
enlisted,  or  appointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in  the  Armed  Forces,  | 
including  the  reserve  components  thereof,  or  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his 
birth,  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
and  in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years,  unless  sooner 
discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in  accordance  with 
regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  {or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard). 
Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces 
Act  of  1955,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed,  under  any  provision  of 
law,  in  the  Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve  components  thereof, 
except  a  person  enlisting  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  262  of 
the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  or  a  person  deferred  under  the 
next  to  the  last  sentence  of  section  6  {d)  {1 )  of  this  Act,  as  amended,  prior 
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to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  required 
to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a 
reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  six  years,  unless  sooner  discharged 
on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  {or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard).” 

(b)  Section  6  (c)  {2)  of  such  Act,  as  amended  {50  U.  S.  C.  App. 
456  { c )  {2)),  is  amended  by — 

(l)  adding  at  the  end  of  clause  {A)  thereof  the  following  new 
sentence:  “No  such  person  who  has  completed  eight  years  of  satis¬ 
factory  service  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  National 
Guard,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed  active  duty  for 
training  with  an  armed  force  for  not  less  than  three  consecutive 
months,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under 
this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made 
by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Deserve  Forces  Act 
of  1955.”; 

{2)  striking  out  in  clause  {B)  thereof  the  words  “or  clause  {A)” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the  words  “or  clause  (A), 
clause  { C ),  or  clause  { D )”;  and 

{3)  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  clauses: 

“{ C )  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  the  tensiled  strength 
of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot 
be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  determines  to  be  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  authorize  the  acceptance  of  enlist¬ 
ments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  authorized  by 
this  clause  may  be  accepted  only  (i)  within  quotas  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  and  (w)  from  persons  who  have  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  and  who  have  not 
attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months.  Any  person  so 
enlisted  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  Act 
so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an 
organized  unit  of  such  Ready  Reserve.  No  person  deferred  under 
the  provisions  of  this  clause  shall  by  reason  of  such  deferment  be 
liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  by  reason  of  sub¬ 
section  {h)  of  this  section  after  he  has  attained  the  twenty-eighth 
anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 

“{D)  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pursuant  to  section  262  of  the 
Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  each  person  deferred 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  clause  (0)  hereof  may  volunteer  to 
perform  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  pursuant  to  clause  { 1 )  of 
subsection  (c)  thereof  subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  {d)  of 
such  section.  No  such  person  who  has  completed  eight  years  of 
satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  Ready 
Reserve,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed  such  period  of 
active  duty  for  training,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
clause. 
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“(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  oj  this  Act ,  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  may  pro¬ 
vide  that  any  person  enlisted  or  appointed  in  the  Beady  Reserve  of 
any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to  authority 
conferred  by  this  subsection  or  under  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces 
Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who  fails  to  serve  satisfactorily  as 
a  member  of  s  ich  Ready  Reserve  may  be  selected  for  training  and 
service  and  inducted  into  the  armed  force  of  which  such  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  is  a  part,  prior  to  the  selection  and  induction  of  other  persons 
liable  therefor 

(c)  Section  6  (d)  ( 1 )  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  456  (d)  ( 1 ))  is 
amended  by — 

(1)  striking  out  in  clause  (O  of  the  first  sentence  thereof  the  words 

“subsection  (cl)  of  section  4  of  this  title”,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  “the  first  sentence  of  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  Act,  or  until 
the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in  accordance 
with  his  obligation  under  the  second  sentence  of  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  ^ 
this  Act”;  and  ^ 

(2)  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  follcwing:  “Upon  the  successful 

completion  by  any  person  of  the  required  course  of  instruction  under 
any  program  listed  in  clause  (A )  of  the  first  sentence  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  such  person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in  the  appro¬ 
priate  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  if  he  is  otherwise 
qualified  for  such  appointment.  If,  at  the  time  of  such  appointment, 
the  armed  force  in  which  such  person  is  commissioned  does  not 
reguire  his  service  on  active  duty  in  fulfillment  of  the  obligation 
undertaken  by  him  in  compliance  with  clause  ( B )  of  the  first  sentence 
of  this  paragraph,  such  person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
training  with  such  armed  force  in  the  grade  in  which  he  was  com¬ 
missioned  for  a  period  of  six  months.  Upon  completion  of  such 
period  of  active  duty  for  training,  such  person  shall  be  returned  to 
inactive  duty  arid  shall  be  assigned  to  an  appropriate  reserve  unit 
until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section.  So  long  as  such  person  performs 
satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  as  determined  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  he  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  If  such  person  a 
fails  to  perform  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  | 
is  not  excused  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  his  commission  may  be  revoked  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military 
department  concerned.”  I 

(d)  Section  6  (d)  (2)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following:  “Any  person  heretofore  or  hereafter  enlisted  in  the 
Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  who  thereafter  has  been  or 
may  be  commissioned  therein  upon  graduation  from  an  Officers'  Candi¬ 
date  School  of  such  Armed  Force  shall,  if  not  ordered  to  active  duty  as 
a  commissioned  officer,  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  so  long  as  he  performs  satisfactory  service  as  a 
commissioned  officer  in  an  appropriate  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  as 
determined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  concerned.  If  such  person  fails  to  perform  satisfactory  service  in 
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■such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not  excused  under  such  regulations  his 
commission  may  be  revoked  by  such  Secretary.” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Harry  F.  Byrd, 

By  R.  B.  R., 

John  M.  Stennis, 

By  R.  B.  R., 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 

Styles  Bridges, 

By  L.  S., 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  conferees 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report : 

Under  the  Senate  amendment  the  obligation  to  train  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  would  be  imposed  upon  each  person  enlisted,  appointed,  or 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  commencing  with  those  entering  the 
service  30  days  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  proposed  legislation. 
Thus  individuals  now  on  active  duty  or  any  individual  who  entered 
on  active  duty  after  June  19,  1951,  while  retaining  his  Ready  Reserve 
obligation,  would  not  be  obligated  to  train  under  the  provisions  of 
the  proposed  legislation. 

The  House  bill  applied  the  obligation  to  train  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
upon  all  persons  appointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  into  the  Aj-med 
Forces  after  July  27,  1953.  Persons  who  had  served  on  active  duty 
prior  to  that  date  would  be  relieved  of  their  Ready  Reserve  obligation. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  the  Senate  version,  but  eliminated  the  30- 
day  period  following  the  enactment  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

Thus,  under  the  conference  report,  young  men  who  enter  the  Armed 
Forces  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  proposed  legislation  will  be 
required  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  the  period  for  which  they  are 
obligated,  and  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  of  time  which,  when 
added  to  then’  period  of  active  duty,  totals  5  years. 

Thus,  an  inductee  who  serves  2  years  on  active  duty  will  be  required 
to  participate  in  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  of  3  years. 
During  this  3-year  period,  he  will  be  required  to  participate  in  48 
drill  periods  and  not  to  exceed  17  da}^’  active  duty  for  training  an¬ 
nually.  If  he  cannot  participate  in  this  type  of  training,  or  equiva¬ 
lent  training,  he  can  apply  for  30  days  of  active  duty  each  year  and 
thus  fulfill  his  training  obligation.  If  he  refuses  or  fails  to  satisfac¬ 
torily  participate  in  the  above  type  of  training,  he  can  be  involuntarily 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  45  days  to  satisfy  Ins  Ready  Reserve  obli¬ 
gation  for  the  year  in  which  he  fails  to  satisfactorily  participate. 

Under  the  Senate  amendment  the  total  military  obligation  remained 
at  8  years.  That  is,  the  period  of  active  duty  plus  the  period  of 
service  in  the  Ready  and  Standby  Reserve  remained  at  8  years. 

Under  the  House  bill  the  total  obligation  for  all  persons  serving  in 
the  Armed  Forces  after  June  19,  1951,  was  reduced  to  G  years,  except 
for  the  6  months’  trainees  and  ROTC  graduates  who  hereafter  only 
perform  active  duty  training  for  6  months.  Under  the  House  bill 
these  individuals  would  continue  to  have  an  8-year  obligation. 

The  conferees  agreed  to  provisions  in  the  conference  report  which 
reduce  the  total  obligation  to  6  years  for  all  individuals  appointed, 
enlisted,  or  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  after  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  legislation.  However,  individuals  now  serving 
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on  active  duty,  or  who  previously  served  on  active  duty,  who,  under 
the  conference  report,  will  have  no  obligation  to  train,  will  continue 
to  have  a  total  8-year  military  obligation. 

The  only  exceptions  to  the  6-year  provision,  with  regard  to  the  total 
military  obligation,  will  be  those  individuals  who  enter  into  the  6 
months’  training  program  and  agree  to  serve  T%.  years  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  and  who  train  annually  therein.  In  addition,  ROTC  and 
OCS  graduates  who  only  perform  6  months  of  active  duty  training 
will  likewise  have  an  8-year  total  obligation. 

In  addition,  both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  con¬ 
tained  a  provision  whereby  persons  may  enlist  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air 
Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  prior  to  reaching  the  age  of 
18  years  and  6  months. 

These  persons  will  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  so  long  as 
they  continue  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit 
of  the  Ready  Reserve- 

Each  person  will  be  deferred  until  he  has  attained  the  28th  anniver¬ 
sary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 

This  will  authorize  enlistments  in  the  Reserve  components  of  the 
military  services  in  the  same  manner  in  which  persons  may  now  be 
enlisted  in  the  National  Guard. 

If  any  such  enlistee  performs  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  of 
not  less  than  3  months  nor  more  than  6  months  and  thereafter  con¬ 
tinues  to  satisfactorily  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  he  will  not 
be  liable  for  induction  after  he  has  completed  8  years  of  combined 
active  duty  for  training  and  Ready  Reserve  training. 

Thus,  if  the  President  determines  that  the  Ready  Reserve  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  is  not  maintained  at  the  level  he  deems  necessary, 
he  can  authorize  individuals  to  enlist  in  such  Reserve  components 
prior  to  attaining  the  age  of  18}4  in  a  manner  similar  to  existing  law 
with  respect  to  the  National  Guard. 

These  individuals  remain  liable  for  induction  up  to  age  28  if  they 
fail  to  satisfactorily  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve  in  which  they 
enlisted.  However,  under  the  conference  report,  enlistees  in  the 
Armed  Forces  under  this  provision  can  reduce  their  liability  for  induc¬ 
tion  from  age  28  to  a  total  8-year  obligation  by  active  duty  for  training 
of  not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6  months.  Such  enlistees  will,  while 
serving  on  such  active-duty  training  receive  the  same  pay  and  benefits 
as  are  applicable  to  individuals  who  enlist  under  the  age  of  18}£  in 
the  6  months’  training  program  provided  for  in  other  provisions  of  the 
conference  report. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  provided  for  a  not 
to  exceed  6  months’  training  program.  Individuals  may  agree  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  active  duty  training  and  thereafter  to  serve  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  for  T%.  years  and  to  train  therein.  Enlistment  in  such  a 
program  is  voluntary,  but  thereafter  the  Reserve  training  is  manda¬ 
tory. 

The  Senate  amendment  did  not  establish  a  statutory  limit  of  the 
quota  to  be  trained  in  this  program  annually.  The  House  bill  pro¬ 
vided  an  annual  quota  of  not  to  exceed  250,000.  The  House  bill  also 
provided  that  the  training  would  be  for  not  more  than  6  months. 
The  Senate  amendment  provided  that  the  training  would  be  for  not 
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less  than  3  nor  more  than  6  months.  The  conferees  agreed  to  this 
portion  of  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  contained  a  July  1,  1959,  termination  date  for  the 
authorization  for  the  6  months’  training  program.  The  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  contained  similar  language,  but  extended  the  date  1  month  to 
August  1,  1959.  The  conferees  agreed  to  this  portion  of  the  Senate 
amendment. 

Persons  enlisting  in  the  6  months’  program  prior  to  reaching  the  age 
of  18}S>  years  while  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  high  school  shall 
be  deferred  from  the  6  months’  training  until  such  person  ceases  to 
pursue  his  high-school  course  satisfactorily,  graduates,  or  attains  the 
age  of  20  years,  whichever  first  occurs. 

Thus,  under  the  conference  report,  not  to  exceed  250,000  young  men 
may  be  accepted  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  provided  they  agree 
to  perform  active-duty  training  for  not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6 
months  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and 
thereafter,  until  lie  has  completed  a  total  period  of  8  years  of  combined 
active  and  Reserve  service,  such  individual  will  be  obligated  to 
perform  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  consisting  of  48  drill  periods 
and  not  more  than  17  days  of  active-duty  training  each  year;  or,  in 
lieu  thereof,  30  days  of  active-duty  training  each  year. 

If  a  6-month  trainee,  or  an  individual  who  enlists  in  the  Reserve 
prior  to  attaining  age  18}£  and  agrees  to  remain  liable  for  induction 
up  to  age  28,  fails  to  participate  satisfactorily,  lie  may  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  for  45  days  or  he  may  be  selected  for  training  and  service 
and  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  the  induction  of  other 
persons  liable  therefore. 

The  Senate  amendment  required  no  participation  in  training  for  any 
person  entering  the  armed  services  prior  to  30  days  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  act.  However,  in  order  to  induce  such  persons  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  training  upon  their  release  from  active  duty,  the  amendment 
contained  provisions  whereby  any  person  who  had  served  on  active 
duty  for  not  less  than  18  months  could  be  assigned  or  enlisted  in  an 
organized  combat  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  or  Marine 
Corps  for  a  period  of  3  years  and  be  entitled  to  receive  a  bonus  in  an 
amount  equal  to  that  basic  pay  to  which  such  person  would  be  en¬ 
titled  for  2  months’  service  on  active  duty  in  the  grade  in  which  he 
was  assigned  or  enlisted. 

Furthermore,  persons  who  on  the  effective  date  of  the  act  were 
serving  in  an  active  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve  which  had  been  desig¬ 
nated  an  organized  combat  unit  could  have  been  discharged  for  the 
purpose  of  reenlisting  in  such  unit  and  thus  become  eligible  for  the 
payment  of  the  bonus. 

The  House  bill  contained  no  such  provisions  and  the  Senate  con¬ 
ferees  receded  on  these  provisions  of  the  Senate  amendment  and  in 
lieu  thereof  the  conferees  adopted  other  provisions  to  induce  persons 
to  voluntarily  participate  in  training. 

The  first  provision  would  authorize  the  Secretaries  of  the  Military 
Services,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  until  July  1, 
1957,  to  promulgate  regulations  whereby  persons  who  have  already 
been  inducted  or  enlisted  and  who  complete  a  minimum  of  12  months 
in  the  Armed  Forces,  to  be  released  from  active  duty  and  transferred 
to  units  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve, 
Ah'  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  if  such  individual  agrees 
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to  participate  in  training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  which, 
when  added  to  the  period  of  his  active  duty,  totals  4  years.  The 
maximum  number  of  individuals  who  can  be  released  from  active  duty 
under  this  provision  may  not  exceed  150,000  persons  annually. 

The  second  provision  adopted  by  the  conferees  to  induce  persons  to 
voluntarily  participate  in  Reserve  training,  provides  that,  until  July  1, 
1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Military  Services,  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  may  accept  enlistments  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  for  a  period  of  1  year  from  individuals  who  are  released  from 
active  duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  conference  report.  Such 
persons  who  enlist  will  be  required  to  train  during  that  1-year  period, 
but,  thereafter,  at  his  own  request,  he  will  be  relieved  of  further 
obligation  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

The  total  number  of  enlistments  under  this  provision  may  not  exceed 
200,000  annually. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  contained  provisions 
whereby  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  would  advise  the 
)  President  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  report  annually  to  the 
Congress  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  performing  initial 
periods  of  active  duty  for  training,  but  would  have  no  authority  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  of  such  persons. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  an  additional  provision  whereby, 
within  60  days  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  act,  the  National 
Security  Training  Commission  would  submit  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  a  program  containing  recommendations  for  the  personal 
safety,  health,  welfare,  and  morals  of  the  “not  less  than  3  or  more  than 
6  months’  trainees”  while  performing  active  duty  for  training,  includ¬ 
ing  regulations  concerning  the  dispensing  of  alcoholic  beverages  on 
training  establishments  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  several 
States. 

The  House  bill  contained  no  such  provision,  and  the  House  conferees 
receded  and  agreed  to  this  provision  of  the  Senate  amendment. 

The  House  bill  provided  that  when  persons  had  completed  their 
Ready  Reserve  obligation,  they  would  automatically  be  transferred 
to  the  Standby  Reserve.  The  Senate  amendment  provided  that 
persons  would  be  transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  at  then-  own 
request,  as  is  now  the  case  in  existing  law. 

The  House  conferees  recognized  that  some  persons  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  would  want  to  voluntarily  remain  in  the  Ready  Reserve  after 
having  completed  their  obligated  period  of  service  and  thus  agreed 
to  that  portion  of  the  Senate  amendment  that  it  would  be  necessary 
for  a  person  to  request  transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

The  Senate  amendment  provided  for  the  transfer  of  persons  from 
the  Standby  Reserve  to  the  Ready  Reserve  whenever  the  reason  for 
their  transfer  to  the  Standbj7'  Reserve  no  longer  existed.  The  House 
bill  contained  no  similar  provision.  This  portion  of  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  is  intended  to  provide  authority  to  reassign  individuals  who 
were  engaged  in  critical  skills  and  who  no  longer  engaged  in  such  skills 
while  still  under  a  Reserve  obligation,  to  be  placed  back  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  to  complete  their  obligation.  The  House  managers  agreed 
to  this  portion  of  the  Senate  amendment.  This  portion  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  plus  the  authority  to  screen  individuals  into  the  Standby  Re¬ 
serve,  will  provide  a  program  which  will  assist  in  the  solution  of  the 
vital  question  of  the  proper  utilization  of  persons  with  critical  skills 
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engaged  in  defense-supporting  activities  and  those  so  engaged  in 
research . 

In  determining  which  persons  enter  this  program,  the  President  will 
have  available  to  him  the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System  and,  in  determining  which  persons  should  be  transferred 
from  the  Standby  to  the  Ready  Reserve  under  the  Senate  amendment, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  will  have  available  to  him  the  advice  and 
assistance  of  the  Selective  Service  System. 

There  were  no  changes  in  substance  made  between  the  House  bill 
and  the  Senate  amendment  with  respect  to  ministerial  students  and 
the  authority  of  the  President  to  order  a  limited  number  of  Ready 
reservists  to 'active  duty  in  time  of  national  emergency. 

Both  the  House  bill' and  the  Senate  amendment  contained  a  pro¬ 
vision  fi.xing  the  ceiling  on  the  size  of  the  Ready  Reserve  at  2,900,0(M) 
persons.  The  conferees  agreed  that  this  figure  until  July  1,1957, 
should  onty  represent  persons  who  are  participating  in  training  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  and  others  who  do  not  train  while  having  a  Ready 
Reserve  obligation  will  not  be  counted  against  that  total. 

Other  changes  between  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment 
are  technical  or  clarifying  in  nature  and  do  not  affect  the  substance  of 
the  conference  report. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Dewey  Short, 

L.  C.  Arends, 

Managers  on  the  Part  oj  the  House. 

o 


'farm 


15.  MEXICAN  FARM  LABOR.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  3822,  the  Lexical 
r  bill  (p.  983O).  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  July  22c 

16.  FOREIG^AID.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  J2 ?k,  the  Mutual  Security  Ap¬ 
propriation  bill  i. or  1956  (p*  9807)*  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on  July 


17»  RES ERVE FORCES,  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  7000,  to  provide  for 
strengthening  the  Reserve  Forces  (pp.  9839-I4.9)  . 


18.  COMMODITY  EXCHANGES.  The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  re/orted  S.  1051,  to 

amend  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act  regarding  fees  for  registrations  and  renewals 
of  certificates  (p\0774).  / 

19»  RECLAMATION;  ELEC lRIFl^AT ION.  Rep0  Hosmer  spoke  in  opposition  to  the  proposed 
upper  Colorado  storageXprc ject  and  cited  Southern  California's  alleged  water 
losses  if  the  project  iS\ undertaken  (op*  9850-3). 


20 


•  SMALL  BUSINESS.  The  Banking,  and  Currency  Committee  reported  with  amendments 
3.  2127,  to  amend  and  extendi the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953  (H.  Rept.  1350) 

(po  9863)- 


21.  FOREIGN  TRAD‘D,  The  Public  Works  Committee/reported  without  amendment  H.  R. 

6769,  to  provide  better  facilities  for  the  enforcement  of  the  customs  and  immi¬ 
gration  laws,  and  to  increase  the  amoupts  authorized  to  be  expended  "(H.  Rept, 

139577b.  9863), 

/  \ 

ROADS.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R. 
7UlU>  the  Federal-State  highway  construction  bill  (p.  9863)*  The  resolution 
provides  for  3  hours  of  general  debate,  and  permits  amendments  to  all  parts 
of  the  bill  except  Sec.  J4.,  whiph  deals  withXthe  proposed  tax  increases. 


22, 


1 


23 •  RECLAMATION.  The  Aspinall  subcommittee  of  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 

Committee  ordered  reported/the  following  bills  to  the  full  committee,  July  23: 
H.  R.  Io03,  to  terminate  the  prohibition  against  employment  of  Mongolian  labor 
in  the  construction  of  p-eclamation  projects;  H.  R„\5l69,  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  a  Federal  reclamation  project  to  furnish  a  water  supply  for  the 
lands  of  the  Arch  Hurley  Conservancy  District,  N.  Me3<4;  S*  180,  to  authorize 
construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  Washita  River  Basin  reclamation 
project,  0kla„;  and  reported  without  recommendation  H.  R.  5749,  providing  for 
Federal  construction  and  operation  of  the  Ainsworth  unit  of  the  Missouri  River 
Basin  project  (to  be  held  in  full  committee  pending  receipt  of  final  project 
planning  reoort);  and  reported  with  recommendation  to  table'll.  R.  310,  to 
authorize  th^Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  construct,  operate,  and  maintain 
the  Washita /River  Basin  reclamation  project,  0klaf  (o.  0775) •  \ 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

2l+.  PERSONNEL.  H.  R.  7555,  by  Rep.  Holifield,  H.  R.  7556,  by  Reo.  Hope,XH.  R»  7577, 
by  Rep.  Davis,  Tenn.,  and  H.  R.  7578,  by  Rep.  Fascell,  "to  amend  section  8  of 
the/Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930#  ns  amended;"  to  Post..  Office 
Civil  Service  Committee  (pp.  9861).,  9865).  \ 

S.  2628,  by  Sen.  Johnston,  S.  C.  (for  himself  and  Sen.  Carlson),  to. 
.ncrease  rates  of  compensation  of  the  heads  and  assistant  heads  of  executive; 
departments  and  independent  agencies;  to  post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mittee  (p.  9766). 


-u- 


\ 


of/ 


25.  RECLAMATION.  H.  E.  75^8,  "by  Rep.  Baldwin,  to  authorize  the  construction 
additional  works  for  the  extension  of  the  Contra  Costa  Canal,  a  feature 
the  Central  Valley  project,  California;  to  Interior  and  Insular  Aff air^/Com- 
mitt'ee  (p-.  9864)* 


26*  ELECTRIFICATION.  H.  R.  755U,  by  Rep.  Hayworth,  to  promote  the  commo6  defense 
and  the  general  welfare  of  the  peoole  of  the  United  States  by  encouraging 
maximum  development  of  low-cost  electric  energy  from  all  sources 'of  cower, 
including  atomic  energy,  coal,  oil,  natural  gas,  and  water;  to, Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  (p«  9861+). 


27, 


PERSONNEL.  H.  R.-  75&?>  by  Rep.  McDonough,  "to  amend  section '8  of  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  A^t  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended;"  to  Pptt  Office  and  Civil 
Service  Committee  (p,  986I4J. 


28.  VETERANS'  BENEFITS.  HV  R.  75^9,  by  R®P<f  Smith,  Miss.,  to  amend  the  Veterans' 


Readjustment  Assistance-, Act  of  1952  to  provide  eduodti.  on  and  training  rights 


fo  r  persons  who  enlistedXin  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  during 
January  1955,  but  v-rho  were. not  on  active  duty  on  January  31,  1955;  bo  Veterans' 
Affairs  Committee  (p.  9865)*. 


29. 


V 


viATER.  H.  R.  7570,  by  Rep.  Smith,  Miss.,  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  to  make  a  comprehensive  survey  and  study  of  the  ground-water  resources 
of  the  Mississippi  Valley  embayme’nt  area;/to  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs 
Committee  (n.  9865). 


\ 


30.  TOBACCO  RESEARCH.  H.  J.  Res  398,  by  Rep.  Abbitt,  directing  a  study  and  report 
by  the  Administrator  of  the  Agricultural  Research  Service  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  proposing  an  expansion  of  the  tobacco  production,  utilization, 
and  marketing  research  program,  with  orimary  emphasis  on  basic  research;  to 
Agriculture  Committee  (p.  9865). 
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Rep.  Thomson,  r'yo.,  reply- 
project  by  Leslie  A* 
within  50  years1'  (pp. 

\ 

upper  Colorado  proj- 


31.  RECLAMATION;  ELECTRIFICATION.  Speech  in  the  House' 
ing  to  criticism  of  the  Upper  Colorado  River  stora' 

Miller,  stating  that  "the  project  will  pay  for  its 

A5hQ3-k) . 

Speech  in  the  House  by  Rep.  Dawson  in  favor  of  t 
ect  (p.  A5U0i-|.)  . 

Reo.  Dempsey  called  attention  to  an  illustrated  Timb^  magazine  artiole, 
"The  American  Desert,  1955^7  which  shows  the  effect  of  irrigation  in  reclaim¬ 
ing  desert  land,  and  inserted  a  letter  of  comment  to  the  editor  from  a  reader 

(p.  A5426). 

Rep.  Dixon  inserted  a  statement  from  the  mining  industry  bNf  the  Northwest 
stating  that  water  resources  to  be  opened  up  by  the  upper  Colorado  project 
are  needed  to  support  mining  development  of  that  region  (pp 

Speech  in  the  House  by  Rep.  Dixcn  citing  a  Supreme  Court  stud^v which 
recommended  against  the  upper  Colorado  basin  States'  being  drawn  intoN 
litigation  with  Calif,  (pp.  A5i+36-7)» 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Ren.  Metcalf  supporting  the  upper  Colorado' 
set  as  the  result  of  the  elimination  of  Echo  Park  Dam  from  this  Droject 
A5Wi6). 

Sen.  Thye  inserted  a  Denver  Post  editorial  commending  the  stand  of  Admin¬ 
istrator  Nelsen  in  opposing  recommendations  of  the  Hoover  Commission  regardinj 
REA  (pp.  A5i;26-7). 


-.current 


>roj- 
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the  gentleman  that  we  certainly 
should  have  a  ceiling  there  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia?  Of  course,  they  have 
good 'commissioners,  and  they  try  to  do 
a  goock  job,  but  they  are  not  always 
familiaiVwith  the  conditions  and  the 
facts  like\lected  people  and  Members  of 
Congress  are.  I  wonder  if  they  have  the 
public  responsibility  that  elected  people 
have  and  that  sense  of  responsibility 
that  it  is  assumed  that  elected  represen¬ 
tatives  of  the  people  have.  Here  we  are 
delegating  to  peoplLwvho  have  never  been 
elected  in  all  probability  to  any  public 
office,  and  never  will  Ofi,  and  who  are  not 
responsible  to  a  constituency  and  who 
have  no  constituency,  tnH.  duty  of  fixing 
the  rates  to  determine  whether  it  should 
be  3  percent  a  month  or  \  percent  a 
month  or  5  percent  a  montnW  10  per¬ 
cent  a  month.  That  is  going  rather  far. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  The  gentlemartkunder- 
stands  under  the  provisions  of  t?Hs  bill, 
it  is  just  3  percent  for  the  first  $r60,  2 
percent  for  the  next  $150,  and  1  percent 
for  the  unpaid  balance.  The  bill  a 
provides  that  a  commission  be  appointe 
to  study  all  the  ramifications  and  to 
report  back  later. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Yes,  but  there  is  a  gap 
there — a  vacuum.  We  do  not  know  how 
much  these  other  charges  will  be.  There 
is  no  way  to  compel  them  to  itemize  or 
to  list  the  different  charges  and  what 
they  are  for  so  as  to  let  the  borrower 
know  exactly  what  he  is  paying.  They 
can  put  the  interest  charge,  the  service 
charge  and  so  on  all  right  in  together 
in  one  package  and  before  you  know  it, 
the  borrower  is  paying  100  percent  and 
there  is  no  way  to  get  it  back  under 
this  bill. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  According  to  the  bill, 
you  do  not  need  to  take  out  any  insur¬ 
ance  whatsoever.  The  gentleman  un¬ 
derstands  that  in  only  18  of  the  48  States 
now  is  insurance  mandatory. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Of  course,  the  point 
that  it  is  not  mandatory  does  not  impre 
me  because  I  know  it  is  a  lenders’  mar¬ 
ket.  Whenever  a  poor,  unfortunate,  des¬ 
perate  person  goes  into  a  small /loan 
office,  it  is  a  lenders’  market  and  i)6t  the 
borrowers’  market,  and  the  lender  can 
always  fix  his  own  terms  and  under  this 
bill  you  are  giving  the  lender  too  much 
advantage.  It  is  possible  her/  to  charge 
that  poor  fellow  10  percent/a  month,  if 
the  commissioners  were  to  decide  on  a 
certain  high  rate  of  interest.  I  think 
the  committee  ought  to  £ive  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  this  bill  fui^her  study. 

The  SPEAKER.  TJie  time  of  the  gen 
tleman  has  expired 

Mr.  McMILLAN./  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  pending 
amendment. 

The  previous''" question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from /Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Kearns]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  /demanded  by  Mr.  McMillan) 
there  were — ayes  41,  noes  58. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and/read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

'Mr.  BROYHILL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer 
motion  to  recommit. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  BROYHILL.  I  am. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman 
qualifies.  The  Clerk  will  report  the  mo¬ 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Broyhill  moves  to  recommit  the  bill 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  o, 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  ^di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Broyhill) 
there  were — ayes  24,  noes  66. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  yVas  re¬ 
jected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  question  was  taken/  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Patman) 
there  were — ayes  76,  noey  24. 

So  the  bill  was  passes 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
lie. 

Ir.  McMILLAN.  /Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
tharSthe  other  two/bills  on  the  calendar 
be  carried  over  to/next  District  day. 

REGULA'$JN(?  ELECTION  OF  DELE¬ 
GATES  ^PRESENTING  THE  DIS¬ 
TRICT  Ofc  COLUMBIA  TO  NA¬ 
TIONAL7  POLITICAL  CONVENTIONS 

Mr.  McMILLAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Spea^fer’s  desk  theNbill  (H.  R.  191)  to 
regulate  the  election\f  delegates  repre¬ 
senting  the  District  ofSColumbia  to  na¬ 
tional  political  convemions,  and  for 
ather  purposes,  with  Senate  amend- 
/ments,  disagree  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  che  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fromNsouth 
Carolina?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Ohair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Harris,  Davis 
Georgia,  Simpson  of  Illinois,  and  O’Hara 
of  Minnesota. 


FURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
SENATE 

A  further  message  from  the  Senate, 
by  Mr.  McBride,  one  of  its  clerks,  an¬ 
nounced  that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference 
on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3990)  entitled  “An  act 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  investigate  and  report  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  on  projects  for  the  conservation, 
development,  and  utilization  of  the  water 
resources  of  Alaska.’’ 


RESERVE  FORCES  ACT  OF  1955 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R. 
7000)  to  provide  for  strengthening  of 
the  Reserve  Forqzs,  and  for  other  pur¬ 


poses,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  statement  cf  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  the  House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  July  21, 
1955.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  conference  report  was 
printed  in  the  Record  on  last  Thursday,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  dispense  with 
reading  the  statement  of  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  would  like  to  outline  to  the 
Members  of  the  House,  the  agreement 
which  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  have  arrived  at  following  the  con¬ 
ference  with  the  Senate  on  H.  R.  7000, 
which  provides  for  the  strengthening  of 
the  Reserve  forces. 

The  purpose  of  this  legislation  is  to 
provide  the  machinery  by  which  our  Re¬ 
serve  forces  may  be  so  organized  and 
trained  that,  in  the  event  of  war,  they 
can  be  mobilized  quickly  to  augment  the 
active  forces  in  combat  and  to  carry  out 
the  internal  security  missions  in  the 
United  States. 

I  firmly  believe  this  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  the  agreement  reached  be¬ 
tween  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  and  the  Senate  on  this  legislation. 
It  provides  the  basic  authority  to  in¬ 
crease  the  size  and  to  strengthen  the  Re¬ 
serve  forces  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States,  and  also  to  insure  partici¬ 
pation  in  Reserve  training  which  is  so 
necessary  if  we  are  to  build  up  and  main¬ 
tain  a  strong  and  virile  Reserve  force. 

There  were  three  major  points  in  con¬ 
ference  which  I  will  discuss  and  I  will 
also  tell  you  of  the  minor  points  upon 
which  agreement  was  reached  during  the 
conference. 

The  first  major  point  in  conference  was 
the  determination  of  the  effective  date, 
after  which  persons  would  be  obligated 
to  participate  in  Reserve  training. 

Under  the  Senate  amendment,  the 
obligation  to  train  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
was  imposed  upon  each  person  enlisted, 
appointed,  or  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces,  commencing  with  those  persons 
entering  the  service  30  days  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  bill. 

Thus  individuals  now  on  active  duty 
or  any  individual  who  entered  on  active 
duty  after  June  19,  1951,  though  retain¬ 
ing  his  Ready  Reserve  obligation,  would 
not  be  obligated  to  train  in  the  Reserve. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  House  bill 
obliged  each  person  to  train  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  if  he  was  appointed,  en¬ 
listed,  or  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  after  July  27,  1953.  The  House 
version  used  that  date  because  it  was  the 
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terminal  date  of  the  Korean  hostilities, 
and  under  the  House  language,  persons 
who  had  served  on  active  duty  prior  to 
that  date  would  have  been  relieved  of 
their  Ready  Reserve  obligation. 

The  House  managers  agreed  to  the 
Senate  version  in  this  respect  and  the 
conference  report  now  provides  that  any 
person  who  entered  the  Armed  Services 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  act  will 
have  no  obligation  to  train  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

I  must  emphasize  here,  however,  that 
it  should  not  be  understood  that  such 
persons  are  being  relieved  of  their  Re¬ 
serve  liability  for  a  call  to  active  duty, 
but  the  bill  as  agreed  upon  in  confer¬ 
ence  would  not  require  such  persons  to 
participate  in  training  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve. 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
agreed  with  the  Senate  that  there  was  a 
widespread  misunderstanding  among 
enlisted  personnel  now  on  active  duty  as 
to  their  liability,  or  obligation,  to  actu¬ 
ally  participate  in  48  drills  annually,  plus 
2  weeks  of  active  duty  on  their  return 
to  civilian  life  upon  completion  of  their 
active  service. 

The  House  conferees  agreed  that  it 
would  be  best  to  have  all  persons  en¬ 
tering  upon  active  duty  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  clearly  understand  their  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  the  very  appreciable  re¬ 
quirement  of  further  Reserve  training 
before  they  enter  service — instead  of 
after — and  consequently,  only  those  per¬ 
sons  entering  on  active  duty  after  tht 
date  of  enactment  of  the  act  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  participate  in  training  in  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

The  Senate  amendment  which  made, 
for  all  intents  and  purposes,  the  effective 
date  of  the  act  30  days  after  its  enact¬ 
ment,  was  not  agreed  to  by  the  House 
managers  and,  consequently,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  agreed  that  the  effective  date  would 
be  the  date  of  enactment. 

Having  accepted  this  concept — and  I 
repeat  the  concept  that  persons  entering 
the  armed  services  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  act  should  not  be  required  to 
participate  in  training — the  serious 
problem  arose  of  providing  trained  men 
for  the  Ready  Reserve  over  the  period  of 
the  next  2  years  which  is  the  period  when 
persons  now  serving  on  active  duty  will 
be  discharged  with  no  obligation  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  Reserve  training. 

This  question  was  met  by  writing  two 
new  provisions  into  the  bill.  In  order  to 
induce  persons  to  participate  in  training 
upon  their  release  from  active  duty, 
when  they  have  no  obligation  to  train,  a 
provision  was  added  which  would  au¬ 
thorize  the  Secretaries  of  the  military 
services,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  until  July  1,  1957,  to 
promulgate  regulations  whereby  persons 
who  had  already  been  inducted  or  en¬ 
listed  and  who  had  completed  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  12  months  of  active  duty  in  the 
Armed  Forces  would  be  released  from 
active  duty  and  transferred  to  the  Ready 
Reserve  of  one  of  the  military  services. 
Such  a  transfer  would  be  predicated  on 
the  individual  agreeing  to  participate  in 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  which,  when  added  to  the  period  of 
his  active  duty  totaled  4  years. 


In  order  to  not  lower  the  effectiveness 
of  the  active  forces  by  too  many  people 
being  released  early,  a  quota  was  estab¬ 
lished  whereby  only  150,000  persons  an¬ 
nually  could  be  released  early  in  order 
to  enter  the  training  program  in  the 
Ready  Reserve. 

Let  me  give  you  an  example  of  how 
this  would  work: 

Suppose  a  man  had  been  inducted  and 
under  existing  law  would  be  required  to 
serve  2  years  in  the  active  service.  Un¬ 
der  this  provision,  he  could  be  released 
after  he  served  1  year  if  he  would  agree 
to  voluntarily  participate  in  Reserve 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  3  years. 

Thus,  you  have  the  total  of  1  year  on 
active  duty  plus  3  years  in  the  Ready 
Reserve,  which  gives  you  the  total  of  4 
years  required  by  this  new  provision. 

After  the  reservist  has  participated 
satisfactorily  in  the  Ready  Reserve  he 
would,  upon  his  release,  be  transferred 
to  the  Standby  Reserve  where  he  is  not 
required  to  participate  in  training. 

In  order  to  further  induce  persons  to 
train  in  the  Ready  Reserve  when  such 
persons  do  not  have  an  obligation  to 
train,  a  second  provision  was  adopted  by 
the  conferees. 

Again,  until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  the  Military  Services,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  may  accept  enlistments  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  of  1  year  from 
individuals  who  are  released  from  active 
duty  after  the  enactment  of  the  bill. 

Now,  these  persons  who  voluntarily 
enlist  will  be  required  to  train  during 
that  1-year  period  by  taking  48  drills 
annually  and  a  maximum  of  17  days  on 
active  duty  for  training.  However,  at  the 
end  of  that  I  year,  at  his  own  request,  a 
reservist  who  has  so  enlisted  will  be  re¬ 
lieved  of  all  further  obligation  to  serve  in 
the  Ready  Reserve  and  will  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve  where  he 
has  no  obligation  to  train. 

Again,  the  conferees  thought  that  a 
quota  on  such  enlistments  was  neces¬ 
sary,  and  set  the  quota  at  200,000  persons 
so  enlisting  annually. 

So  you  see  that,  although  the  con¬ 
ferees  agreed  not  to  require  persons  who 
entered  the  Armed  Services  prior  to  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  bill  to 
participate  in  training,  we  have  set  up 
two  programs  whereby  we  believe  we 
have  offered  suffiicient  incentives  .to 
these  young  men  to  voluntarily  join  the 
Ready  Reserve  of  a  Reserve  component 
and  work  off  their  Ready  Reserve  obli¬ 
gation. 

As  I  have  said  in  the  first  case,  the 
inducement  would  be  an  early  release 
from  the  active  service  and  in  the  second 
case  the  inducement  would  be  a  chance 
to  spend  a  very  short  time  in  training 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  for  which  the  re¬ 
servist  would  be  relieved  of  this  Ready 
Reserve  obligation. 

We  believe  these  programs  will  be  suc¬ 
cessful  and,  although  they  are  limited  to 
a  2-year  period,  if  the  quotas  are  filled, 
we  will  have  700,000  reservists  actively 
participating  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
under  these  two  programs.  Then,  add 
to  that  figure  the  more  than  700,000  we 
have  voluntarily  participating  today  and 
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you  will  see  that  we  will  be  well  along 
our  way  to  the  goal  of  2,900,000,  which 
we  want  to  have  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
by  1959. 

There  is  no  question  about  it.  Prior 
service  personnel  are  the  backbone  of 
the  Reserve. 

Of  course,  we  want  to  have  non-prior- 
service  personnel  in  the  Reserve,  and  we 
want  a  steady  flow  of  people  who  have 
received  their  basic  training  coming 
into  the  Reserve  each  year,  but  keep  in 
mind  that  the  young  man  with  only 
basic  training  under  his  belt  cannot  take 
the  place  of  well-trained  noncommis¬ 
sioned  officers. 

We  must  do  everything  at  our  com¬ 
mand  to  induce  the  prior  trained  serv¬ 
iceman  to  participate  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

Of  course,  all  persons  entering  the 
armed  services  after  the  effective  date 
of  the  act  may  be  required  to  participate 
in  training.  But  what  the  conferees 
were  concerned  about  was  this  period  of 
time  between  the  effective  date  of  the 
act  and  that  period  when  prior-trained 
service  personnel  will  be  discharged  with 
an  obligation  to  participate  in  training. 

That  will  be  a  2-year  period,  and  these 
2  programs,  which  I  have  just  outlined, 
are  designed  to  fill  the  gap  and  provide 
prior-trained  service  personnel  who  will 
actively  participate  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve. 

And  I  do  not  wish  to  pass  from  this 
point  without  emphasizing  that  the  two 
programs  which  I  have  just  outlined  are 
purely  voluntary.  It  will  be  strictly  up 
to  the  individual  if  he  wishes  to  request 
an  early  release  from  active  duty  in  or¬ 
der  to  participate  in  Ready  Reserve 
training,  and,  likewise,  it  will  be  purely 
voluntary  on  the  part  of  a  person  who 
wishes  to  enlist  in  a  Ready  Reserve  unit 
and  participate  in  training  in  order  to 
shorten  his  Ready  Reserve  obligation. 

Now,  the  Senate  version  of  the  bill 
would  have  adopted  an  entirely  different 
concept.  Inasmuch  as  the  Senate 
amendment  required  no  persons  enter¬ 
ing  the  armed  services  prior  to  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  act  to  participate  in  train¬ 
ing,  the  payment  of  a  bonus  was  author¬ 
ized  in  order  to  induce  persons  with  no 
obligation  to  train,  to  voluntarily  do  so 
upon  their  discharge  from  active  duty. 

The  Senate  amendment  provided  that 
whenever  a  person  had  served  on  active 
duty  for  not  less  than  18  months  he 
could,  upon  his  request,  be  assigned  or 
enlisted  in  an  organized  combat  unit  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  or  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  for  a  period  of  3  years,  and 
thereupon  he  would  be  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  a  bonus  in  an  amount  equal  to  that 
basic  pay  to  which  he  would  be  entitled 
for  2  months’  service  on  active  duty  in 
the  grade  in  which  he  was  assigned  or 
enlisted. 

Furthermore,  all  persons  who  on  the 
effective  date  of  the  act  were  serving  in 
an  active  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
which  had  been  designated  an  organized 
combat  unit  would  have  been  discharged 
for  the  purpose  of  reenlistment  in  that 
unit,  and  thus  become  eligible  for  the 
payment  of  the  bonus. 

I  believe  that  everyone  will  agree 
that  the  provisions  which  the  conferees 
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adopted  are  far  more  desirable  than  the 
payment  of  a  monetary  bonus. 

The  next  major  point  in  conference 
was  the  question  of  “What  is  to  be  the 
total  military  obligation  for  persons  en¬ 
tering  the  armed  services? 

The  Members  will  recall  that  the  House 
bill  reduced  the  military  obligation  for 
everyone  entering  the  armed  services 
after  June  19,  1951,  to  6  years.  Since 
that  date  the  total  obligation  had  been 
8  years. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  retained  the  8 -year  obligation 
presently  provided  for  in  existing  law. 

The  conferees  reached  an  agreement 
which,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  most  sensible 
one  on  this  important  problem. 

The  compromise  is  this: 

All  persons  who  entered  the  armed 
services  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
bill  will  continue  to  have  an  8-year  obli¬ 
gation.  On  the  other  hand,  all  persons 
entering  the  armed  services  after  the 
enactment  of  the  bill  will  only  incur  a 
6 -year  obligation. 

Now  let  me  show  you  why  I  consider 
this  to  be  sensible  and  equitable. 

In  the  first  place,  a  person  who  entered 
the  armed  services  prior  to  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  bill  knew  he  was  incurring 
an  8-year  obligation  since  that  has  been 
the  law  for  several  years.  However,  in 
all  cases  these  persons  did  not  under¬ 
stand  that  they  would  have  any  obliga¬ 
tion  to  participate  in  Reserve  training 
after  their  discharge  from  active  duty. 

I  have  already  said  that  the  conferees 
agreed  with  the  Senate  amendment  to 
the  effect  that  these  persons,  that  is, 
who  entered  the  armed  services  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  the  bill 
would  not  be  required  to  train  in  the  Re¬ 
serves.  Consequently,  it  makes  sense  to 
continue  the  8 -year  obligation  for  these 
reservists. 

But  the  person  who  enters  the  armed 
services  following  the  enactment  of  the 
bill  is  in  a  different  situation.  He  will  be 
required  to  actively  participate  in  train¬ 
ing  in  the  Ready  Reserve  following  his 
discharge  from  active  service.  He  will 
|  be  required  to  perform  48  drills  annually 
and  a  maximum  of  17  days  of  active  duty 
for  training;  or  in  lieu  of  this,  he  may  se¬ 
lect  30  days  of  active  duty  for  training 
annually.  But  if  he  will  do  neither  of 
these  alternatives,  he  may  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  for  training  for  45  days  each 
year  until  his  Reserve  obligation  has  been 
completed. 

So  you  see  that  we  have  two  different 
categories  of  reservists.  All  have  the 
same  Ready  Reserve  obligation,  but  one 
group,  that  is,  those  who  entered  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  the  act,  will  not  be 
required  to  train,  and  the  other  group 
entering  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
act  will  be  required  to  train. 

Hence,  the  former  group  should,  in  all 
fairness,  incur  the  longer  total  obligation 
and,  by  the  same  token,  the  person  who 
trains  after  he  has  been  discharged  from 
the  active  service  should  have  the  shorter 
overall  obligation. 

Now,  what  I  have  spoken  of  were  the 
major  points  of  difference  in  the  confer¬ 
ence. 

Let  me  state  them  again: 

First.  What  would  be  the  effective  date 
after  which  a  person  would  be  obligated 


to  train  in  the  Ready  Reserve  upon  his 
release  from  active  duty? 

Second.  What  should  the  Congress  do 
to  provide  incentives  for  persons  to  train 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  when  they  had  no 
obligation  to  do  so?  Should  we  pay 
them  a  bonus,  or  should  we  offer  induce¬ 
ments  to  encourage  them  to  train;  and 

Third.  What  should  be  the  total  over¬ 
all  military  obligation  for  all  persons  en¬ 
tering  upon  active  duty  with  the  armed 
services? 

I  say,  with  every  degree  of  modesty  on 
behalf  of  the  managers  of  the  House, 
that  I  believe  these  points  of  difference 
have  been  resolved  in  a  sensible  and 
equitable  manner. 

Now,  let  me  tell  you  of  some  of  the 
minor  points  of  difference  which  were 
resolved  in  the  conference. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  provided  for  a  training  pro¬ 
gram  whereby  young  men  could  enlist 
in  the  Reserve  components  and  enter 
upon  active  duty  for  training  and  there¬ 
after  serve  iy2  years  in  the  Reserve. 

Such  persons  must  enlist  before  they 
reach  the  age  of  18  y2,  but  if  they  are  at¬ 
tending  high  school  their  active  duty  for 
training  will  be  deferred  until  they  grad¬ 
uate  or  reach  the  age  of  20  years,  which¬ 
ever  first  occurs.  This  maintains  the 
Thomson  amendment  which  was  agreed 
to  on  the  floor  of  the  House  when  H.  R. 
7000  was  up  for  consideration. 

The  House  bill  provided  for  6  months 
of  active  duty  for  training  under  this 
program.  The  Senate  bill  provides  for 
not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6  months 
of  training. 

The  House  conferees  agreed  to  the 
Senate  amendment  in  this  respect  so  that 
some  latitude  will  remain  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  in  prescribing  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  a  person  must  spend  on  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training. 

Now,  I  want  to  remind  you  that  this 
short  active  duty  training  program  to  be 
followed  by  iy2  years  of  Reserve  service 
is  purely  voluntary.  This  retains  the 
concept  of  the  House  bill  and  further¬ 
more,  I  want  to  point  out  that  in  the 
Senate  amendment  there  was  no  statu¬ 
tory  limit  on  the  number  of  persons  who 
could  be  enlisted  in  this  program  annu¬ 
ally,  but  in  the  House  bill  an  annual 
quota  of  not  to  exceed  250,000  can  be  en¬ 
listed. 

The  House  version  was  retained,  and 
thus  there  is  a  limit  on  the  number  of 
persons  who  can  enter  the  6  months’ 
training  program. 

The  Members  will  recall  that,  during 
the  debate  on  this  bill,  it  was  often  re¬ 
peated  that  there  were  no  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  provisions  in  the  bill. 

The  House  can  be  assured  that  that  is 
still  true  and,  by  establishing  the  quota 
whereby  the  6-month  trainees  cannot 
exceed  250,000  persons  annually,  we  have 
maintained  the  House  position  in  this 
respect. 

Under  both  bills,  those  persons  who 
entered  the  short-term  training  program 
will  be  required  to  participate  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  for  a  period  of  7  *4  years. 
This  young  man  will  be  required  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  48  annual  drills  and  not  to 
exceed  17  days  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  annually. 


If  he  cannot  make  the  48  drill  require¬ 
ment,  he  may  elect  to  take  30  days  of 
annual  active  duty  for  training.  If  he 
refuses  to  participate  in  Reserve  train¬ 
ing,  he  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
training  for  45  days  without  his  con¬ 
sent,  or  he  may  have  his  draft  deferment 
cancelled  and  his  name  will  be  handed  to 
his  local  draft  board,  and  therafter  he 
may  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
prior  to  other  people  who  are  liable  for 
induction. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  provided  that  persons  pos¬ 
sessing  critical  civilian  skills  and  con¬ 
nected  with  critical  defense-supporting 
industries  could  complete  their  military 
obligation  by  entering  the  six  months’ 
program,  even  after  reaching  the  age  of 
18  y2  years.  These  persons  would  enter 
upon  not  less  than  3  nor  more  than  6 
months  of  active  duty  for  training  and 
would  thereafter  be  required  to  spend  7*4 
years  in  the  Reserve,  just  as  any  other 
short  term  trainee.  However,  these 
young  men,  who  would  in  all  liklihood 
be  more  essential  in  civilian  industry  in 
time  of  war  or  national  emergency,  would 
be  screened  into  the  Standby  Reserve  to 
complete  his  military  obligation. 

However,  when  the  reason  for  their 
transfer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  no 
longer  existed  they  could  again  be  placed 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  be  required 
to  actively  participate  in  training. 

The  House  bill  did  not  contain  this 
provision,  but  the  House  conferees  agreed 
to  the  Senate  amendment  in  this  respect, 
because  it  is  intended  to  provide  author¬ 
ity  to  reassign  individuals  who  were  en¬ 
gaged  in  critical  defense  supporting 
industries,  but  who  ceased  to  do  so  while 
still  under  a  Reserve  obligation.  Natur¬ 
ally,  if  a  Reservist  is  no  longer  engaged 
in  critical  defense  work  he  should  no 
longer  enjoy  the  protection  of  a  vulner¬ 
ability  for  a  call  to  active  duty  in  case 
of  national  emergency,  and  he  should 
also  be  required  to  actively  fulfill  his 
obligation  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  contained  provisions  where¬ 
by  the  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  would  advise  the  President  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  report  an¬ 
nually  to  the  Congress  with  respect  to 
the  welfare  of  persons  performing  initial 
period  of  active  duty  for  training,  but 
would  have  no  authority  with  respect  to 
the  military  training  of  such  persons. 

The  Senate  amendment  contained  an 
additional  provision  which  was  agreed 
to  by  the  House  conferees.  It  provided 
that,  within  60  days  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  act,  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Commission  would  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  pro¬ 
gram  containing  recommendations  for 
the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and 
morals  of  the  short  term  trainees  while 
they  were  performing  active  duty  for 
training,  including  regulations  concern¬ 
ing  the  dispensing  of  alcoholic  beverages 
on  training  establishments  in  conform¬ 
ity  with  the  laws  of  the  several  States. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  provided  for  direct  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Reserve  components  prior 
to  reaching  the  age  of  18/2,  after  which 
a  person  so  enlisting  may  be  deferred 
from  the  draft  so  long  as  he  satisfac- 
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torily  participates  in  Reserve  training  in 
the  Ready  Reserve. 

A  person  enlisting  in  this  program  will 
be  deferred  until  he  reaches  the  age  of 
28  when  his  military  obligation  will  be 
completed.  This  authorization  to  enlist 
a  young  man  in  the  Reserve  components 
is  similar  to  the  authority  now  contained 
in  existing  law  for  young  men  who  enlist 
in  the  National  Guard  prior  to  reaching 
the  age  of  18%  and  enjoy  deferment 
from  the  draft. 

This  authority  is  subject  to  a  Presi¬ 
dential  determination  that  the  Ready 
Reserve  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  is 
not  being  maintained  at  the  level  he 
deems  necessary  for  the  national 
security. 

However,  if  any  young  man  enlisting 
in  this  program  voluntarily  agrees  to 
participate  in  active  duty  for  training 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  3  nor  more 
than  6  months,  he  may  reduce  his  mili¬ 
tary  obligation  to  a  total  of  8  years. 

Consequently,  a  young  man  entering 
this  program  at  the  age  of  18  %  years 
could,  by  participating  in  short-term  ac¬ 
tive  duty  training  incur  an  8 -year  obli¬ 
gation,  and  thus  be  relieved  of  further 
military  obligation  upon  reaching  the 
age  of  26%  years. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  contained  a  provision  fixing 
the  ceiling  on  the  size  of  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  at  2,900,000  persons.  The  con¬ 
ferees  agreed  that  this  figure,  until  July 
1,  1957,  should  only  represent  persons 
who  are  participating  in  training  in  the 
Ready  Reserve  and  others  who  do  not 
train  while  having  a  Ready  Reserve  ob¬ 
ligation  will  not  be  counted  against  the 
total. 

There  were  no  changes  in  substance 
between  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  with  respect  to  the  discharge 
or  relief  from  participation  in  training 
for  ministerial  students,  and  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  President  to  order  a  limited 
number  of  Ready  Reserves  to  active  duty 
in  time  of  national  emergency  was  re¬ 
tained  in  the  bill  agreed  upon  by  the 
conferees. 

Likewise,  no  changes  were  made  in 
the  provisions  of  both  the  House  bill 
and  the  Senate  amendment  with  regard 
to  the  recall  to  active  duty  of  persons 
in  the  Standby  Reserve,  whereby  they 
will  only  be  called  to  active  duty  after 
their  availability  has  been  determined 
by  the  Director  of  Selective  Service. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  contained  a  provision 
whereby  graduates  of  the  ROTC  training 
programs  would  be  guaranteed  a  com¬ 
mission.  If  there  is  no  need  for  all  of 
these  graduates  to  serve  on  active  duty, 
they  will  be  given  6  months’  ac¬ 
tive  duty  for  training  and  thereafter 
will  be  required  to  participate  for  7y2 
years  in  the  Ready  Reserve.  These 
provisions  were  identical  and  are  not 
changed  by  the  conference  report. 

The  provisions  guaranteeing  reen- 
ployment  rights  contained  in  both  the 
House  bill  and  the  Senate  amendment 
are  not  changed  by  this  conference  re¬ 
port. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  contain  a  special  enlist¬ 
ment  program  whereby  persons  could 


enlist  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast 
Guard  and  thereafter  agree  to  serve  2 
years  on  active  duty.  Inasmuch  as  the 
military  obligation  for  persons  entering 
the  Armed  Forces,  following  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  bill,  was  reduced  to  6  years, 
such  persons  who  enlist  in  the  Reserve 
will  incur  a  6  year  total  obligation. 

These  enlistees  will  be  required  to 
serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  a  period 
which,  when  added  to  their  active  serv¬ 
ice  totals  5  years.  The  remaining  year 
will  be  spent  in  the  Standby  Reserve. 

Both  the  House  bill  and  the  Senate 
amendment  contained  provisions  which 
provide  for  a  system  of  continuous 
screening  of  persons  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  to  insure  that  the  members  and 
units  of  the  Ready  Reserve  will  contain 
a  proper  balance  of  military  skills  and 
so  that  people  possessing  critical  civilian 
skills  will  not  be  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  in  numbers  beyond  its  require¬ 
ments. 

Also,  persons  who  have  participated 
in  combat  or  who,  by  participation, 
would  incur  extreme  personal  hard¬ 
ships  may  be  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

The  other  changes  between  the  House 
bill  and  the  Senate  amendment  are 
technical  or  clarifying  in  nature  and  do 
not  affect  the  substance  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  need  to  empha¬ 
size  the  necessity  for  a  strong  and  avail¬ 
able  Reserve. 

I  believe  that  every  Member  of  the 
House  will  agree  with  that  conclusion. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  conferees,  the 
bill  agreed  upon  in  conference  will  guar¬ 
antee  that  this  country  will  have  the  type 
of  Ready  Reserve  that  the  national  se¬ 
curity  requires. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  in  a  strong  na¬ 
tional  defense  as  a  best  means  of  main¬ 
taining  peace  and  security.  As  George 
Washington  urged,  I  believe  in  a  reason¬ 
ably  small  regular  defense  establish¬ 
ment  and  a  strong,  well-organized,  well- 
equipped,  and  well-trained  Reserve.  In 
every  age  of  the  history  of  this  Republic, 
we  have  needlessly  thrown  countless 
thousands  of  lives  of  brave  Americans 
into  the  maw  of  the  god  of  war.  The 
hillsides  of  this  country  and  of  other 
countries  are  covered  with  the  white 
crosses  of  men,  gallant  and  brave,  who 
had  not  a  chance  because  they  were  not 
trained  and  not  prepared  for  the  emer¬ 
gencies.  In  my  judgment,  World  War  I 
could  have  been  averted  with  a  well- 
trained  and  well-prepared  civilian  re¬ 
serve.  Perhaps  other  wars  might  have 
been  averted  and  many  lost  battles  might 
have  been  won  had  we  been  ready  with 
our  civilian  reserve  for  the  critical  oc¬ 
casion.  The  history  of  this  Nation,  as 
brilliant  as  it  presently  is,  might  have 
been  even  brighter  and  its  destiny  even 
more  sharply  resplendent  had  we  fol¬ 
lowed  the  counsels  of  our  forefathers 
who  urged  a  well-trained  Reserve. 

After  much  labor  and  much  effort,  we 
present  to  you  a  program  which  will 
work.  It  is  not  a  perfect  program;  but 
it  will  strengthen  our  Reserve  Establish¬ 
ment,  it  will  give  this  Nation  the  combat 
Reserve,  ready  for  emergencies  in  this 
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atomic  age,  upon  which  it  may  safely 
rely.  With  full  knowledge  of  our  im¬ 
perfections,  but  with  calm  reliance  upon 
the  sincerity  of  our  labors  and  our  devo¬ 
tions,  I  submit  this  conference  report  to 
you  and  ask  for  its  adoption. 

Mr.  Speaker,  before  I  close  my  re¬ 
marks,  I  would  like  to  pay  tribute  to  the 
members  of  my  subcommittee  w'ho 
worked  tirelessly  and  loyally  on  this  bill. 
It  has  been  a  source  of  constant  inspira¬ 
tion  to  me  at  the  beginning  of  this  ses¬ 
sion  and  continuing  all  through  the  ses¬ 
sion  they  have  shown  a  devotion  to  duty 
far  above  what  their  obligation  as  ■  a 
Member  of  Congress  requires  of  them. 
With  suggestions,  changes,  and  improve¬ 
ments,  they  have  gone  a  long  way  toward 
vitalizing  this  measure  and  making  it  a 
workable  bill.  So  that  everyone  may 
know  who  contributed  hundreds  of  hours 
of  work  I  am  setting  forth  their  names; 
Mr.  Philbin,  Mr.  Winstead,  Mr.  Price, 
Mr.  Fisher,  Mr.  Wickersham,  Mr.  Holtz- 
man,  Mr.  Johnson  of  California,  Mr.  Nor- 
blad,  Mr.  Van  Zandt,  Mr.  Devereux,  Mr. 
Bray,  and  Mr.  Osmers. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  BONNER.  How  many  additional 
draftees  will  be  required  to  carry  on  this 
program,  to  get  these  men  into  the 
Reserve? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  de¬ 
pends  on  the  number  released  under  the 
early  release  program.  But  we  have 
provided  for  two  programs,  so  that  a  man 
coming  out  can  shorten  his  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  obligation  by  being  active  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  and  all  we  lose  is  that  he 
will  get  out  of  the  Ready  Reserve  earlier. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Actually  you  are  draft¬ 
ing  men  for  this  Reserve? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Under 
one  of  the  programs  there  may  be  some 
additional  men  drafted,  but  they  are  be¬ 
ing  drafted  for  the  active  service. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Under  the  program 
the  gentleman  has  just  been  explaining, 
you  will  actually  draft  men? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Under 
the  first  paragraph  there  may  be  some 
additional  men  drafted  for  active  service. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  for  a  question. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Three  days  after 
the  House  passed  its  previous  version, 
Admiral  Radford  was  quoted  in  the 
newspapers  as  saying  that  the  plan  was 
unworkable.  Does  the  gentleman  have 
the  retraction  of  the  officials  who  will  ad¬ 
minister  this  program  now? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  ques¬ 
tioned  that  statement,  and  I  was  told  by 
an  authority  that  the  statement  was  not 
handled  in  the  press  as  the  Admiral  in¬ 
tended  it  should  be  handled,  that  he  was 
not  fairly  quoted. 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  All  I  know  is  what 
I  read  in  the  papers.  But  I  wondered  if 
the  gentleman  knows,  on  the  basis  of  this 
conference  report,  how  Admiral  Radford, 
and  the  other  people  who  will  administer 
the  plan,  feel  about  it. 
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Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  think 
they  are  for  it.  They  do  not  think  it  is 
a  perfect  program;  neither  do  I.  But  I 
think  it  is  a  good  program,  certainly  a 
step  forward. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  for  a  question. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Can  the  gentleman  give 
us  any  idea  of  how  many  draftees  come 
out  as  noncommissioned  officers? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  A  great 
many  do,  undoubtedly. 

Mr.  GROSS.  A  great  many  draftees? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  have 
some  relatives  who  were  draftees  who 
came  out  as  noncommissioned  officers. 

I  cannot  give  the  gentleman  the  figures 
on  it,  but  I  can  assure  him  that  some  of 
them  do.  Of  course,  the  largest  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  being  released  who  come 
out  as  noncommissioned  officers  are 
enlistees. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
serving  on  the  subcommittee  with  the 
gentleman  and  I  will  say  I  know  of  no 
one  who  worked  harder  or  more  sin¬ 
cerely  on  the  bill.  I  also  want  to  say 
that  both  of  us  are  interested  in  a  strong 
Reserve  although  we  have  some  slight 
differences  on  the  matter  of  how  to 
achieve  it.  With  reference  to  the  con¬ 
ference  report  now  under  consideration 
does  the  gentleman  believe  the  bill  as 
recommended  by  the  conferees  will  pro¬ 
vide  a  strong  Ready  Reserve? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  It  will 
give  a  strong,  well-organized,  well- 
trained  Ready  Reserve,  but  for  the  2 
years  immediately  ahead  we  have  a  criti¬ 
cal  situation. 

If  the  two  plans  we  proposed  in  con¬ 
ference  and  which  were  adopted  and 
which  we  submit  to  you  today  work,  we 
can  get  a  very  satisfactory  Reserve. 

Mr.  BRAY.  The  gentleman  has  dis¬ 
cussed  this  matter,  of  course,  with  the 
leaders  of  the  Defense  Department  and 
the  various  services? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Yes;  we 
discussed  it  with  everybody  who  wanted 
to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  BRAY.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Never  at 
any  time  did  we  refuse  to  discuss  it  with 
anybody. 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  know  you  have  in  the 
committee,  but  I  mean  as  to  the  bill,  does 
the  Defense  Department  believe  they 
can  make  a  good,  effective  Reserve  with 
this  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  BRAY.  And  you  believe  that  view 
is  shared  by  the  Army  and  the  Defense 
Department? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  That  is 
right.  Those  who  will  participate  in  the 
program  sat  down  with  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  and  we  discussed  the  matter;  we 
feel  and  give  it  as  our  opinion  that  a 
strong,  well-trained  Reserve  will  result. 

Mr.  BRAY.  The  reason  I  am  bringing 
this  out  is  that  the  gentleman  will  recall 
that  in  1952  the  services  told  us  they 
could  make  a  strong  Reserve  on  the  bill 
we  gave  them  at  that  time.  Since  then 


I  believe  it  has  been  mismanaged,  some¬ 
body  has  been  derelict  in  their  duty.  I 
believe  we  all  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  We  will 
have  to  agree  with  that.  We  have 
worked  on  many  Reserve  bills  at  different 
times;  we  have  parsed  this  bill,  that  bill, 
and  the  other  bill,  but  all  our  efforts  at 
building  up  a  satisfactory  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  have  been  disappointing.  But 
somehow  I  believe  this  Reserve  bill  will 
do  the  trick  and  that  we  will  now  under 
this  bill  be  able  to  build  up  a  very  satis¬ 
factory  Reserve  program. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Then  the  gentleman  be¬ 
lieves  that  if  we  do  not  get  a  good  Re¬ 
serve  it  will  not  be  the  fault  of  the  bill 
but  rather  the  fault  of  the  Defense 
Department? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  would 
think  so. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BOLTON.  Would  the  gentleman 
care  to  discuss  what  change  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  the  Ready  Reserve  would  make 
in  the  mission  of  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  has  its  own  program  which 
permits  it  to  enlist  men  for  a  program 
of  training  in  the  Guard.  The  Guard 
had  the  right,  of  course,  under  State  law 
in  every  State  to  discipline  its  personnel- 

This  bill  would  permit  the  guard  also 
if  a  member  of  the  National  Guard  so 
wishes,  to  train  for  3  to  6  months,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  a  variable  period  with  the 
reserves,  it  is  from  3  to  6  months;  with 
the  guard  it  is  not  in  excess  of  3  months. 
This  will  permit  guardsmen  who  want 
to  volunteer  and  take  the  6  months 
training  period  to  do  so,  and  thereby  cut 
short  their  obligation  as  reservists. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  My  point 
is  whether  the  creation  of  the  Ready 
Reserves  would  remove  the  National 
Guard  from  the  mission  first  of  carrying 
out  national  defense? 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  The 
National  Guard  is  one  of  our  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  components  and  nothing  in  this 
measure  changes  that. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gross], 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  no  matter 
how  watered  down,  anemic,  or  innocuous 
the  legislation  contained  in  this  confer¬ 
ence  report,  it  is  still  discriminatory,  and 
it  opens  the  door  to  the  goal  of  its  sup¬ 
porters  which  is  to  fasten  upon  this 
Republic  UMT — full  and  complete  con¬ 
scription  of  American  youth. 

And  for  what  purpose?  To  implement 
a  foreign  policy  which  has  trapped  this 
Nation  in  two  world  wars,  plus  a  sangui¬ 
nary,  bloody  struggle  in  Korea. 

Cast  aside  in  Washington  today  are 
the  stem  admonitions  of  the  founders 
of  this  Republic  who  denounced  entan¬ 
gling  alliances  and  for  100  years  there¬ 
after  that  wise  policy  kept  America  out 
of  foreign  intrigues  and  major  wars. 

Today  the  American  people  are  shack¬ 
led  with  alliances  in  every  corner  of  the 
world — alliances  which  history  has  dem¬ 


onstrated  will  last  only  as  long  as  they 
are  profitable  to  the  foreign  countries 
involved. 

How  much  longer,  I  ask,  is  it  proposed 
to  draw  upon  the  manpower  of  this 
country;  to  drain  our  natural  resources; 
to  bankrupt  this  Nation  in  support  of 
alliances  that  promote  the  self-serving 
interests  of  foreign  nations?  There  is 
no  better  time  than  here  this  afternoon 
for  the  House  of  Representatives  to  say 
that  as  of  this  date  we  propose  to  lay 
no  additional  levy  upon  the  youth  of  this 
country  in  support  of  alliances  with  for¬ 
eign  governments  which  have  demon¬ 
strated  neither  the  will  nor  the  capacity 
to  fulfill  the  role  of  an  ally.  The  self- 
interest  of  this  country  is  as  paramount 
today  as  it  was  under  Washington  and 
Jefferson,  and  it  is  time  that  the  leaders 
of  this  Government  recognize  that  fact. 

On  the  record,  the  pending  legislation 
is  here  by  virtue  of  some  strange  pro¬ 
cedure.  It  is  not  strange  when  it  is 
clearly  understood  that  the  ultimate  ob¬ 
jective  is  to  hang  upon  the  youth  of 
America  the  yoke  of  universal  conscrip¬ 
tion.  The  sponsors  would  accept,  if 
necessary,  but  little  more  than  the  enact¬ 
ing  clause  to  open  the  back  door  to  their 
objective. 

The  bill  first  came  before  the  House 
on  May  17.  It  had  to  be  approved  with¬ 
out  a  moment’s  loss  of  time,  said  the 
sponsors,  in  order  to  provide  immediately 
a  huge,  Ready  Reserve.  If  one  had  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  sponsors  with  open  ears  and 
a  closed  mind  he  would  have  heard  even 
then  Russian  assault  boats  landing  along 
the  eastern  seaboard.  Then  there  was 
the  plaintive,  emotional  appeal  that  the 
legislation  was  necessary  to  strengthen 
the  President’s  hand  at  the  summit. 
This  despite  the  fact  that  it  is  not  of 
record  that  any  other  parliament  or 
legislative  body  broke  out  in  a  sweat  to 
increase  military  service  in  their  coun¬ 
tries  in  order  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  their  representatives  at  the  summit. 

As  a  matter  of  cold,  hard  fact  there 
is  scarcely  a  government  in  the  so-called 
free  world  that  levies  upon  its  manpower 
for  military  purposes  as  does  the  United 
States,  without  enactment  of  this  legis¬ 
lation.  Through  the  years  the  people  of 
many  foreign  nations  have  had  their  ex¬ 
perience  with  conscript  armies  and  long, 
compulstory  service  in  the  reserves. 
They  know  the  corrosive  and  then  de¬ 
structive  effects  of  that  system.  It  is  a 
product  which  foreigners  are  delighted 
to  ship  to  this  country  for  it  means  we 
will  continue  to  fight  their  battles.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  British,  among 
others,  hired  mercenaries  to  do  their 
fighting.  In  this  wonderful  new  era  of 
the  United  Nations,  and  alliancemaking 
all  over  the  globe  by  which  we  are  com¬ 
mitted  to  fight  at  the  drop  of  a  hat,  it  is 
no  longer  necessary  for  the  British  to 
use  our  money  to  hire  mercenaries.  In 
this  connection  it  might  well  be  pointed 
out  that  the  graves  in  Arlington  Ceme¬ 
tery  have  increased  tremendously  and 
tragically  in  recent  years. 

Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  17  this 
measure  was  for  all  practical  purposes 
laid  out  in  the  legislative  morgue. 
Scarcely  a  spark  of  life  could  be  detected. 
The  gentleman  from  Missouri  LMr. 
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Short!  had  ripped  it  apart  as  a  product 
of  and  I  quote  his  words  spoken  in  the 
well  of  the  House:  “A  persistent,  pugna¬ 
cious,  perennial,  relentless,  costly  cam¬ 
paign  to  cram  down  the  throats  of  the 
American  people  universal  military 
training  or  peacetime  conscription. 

Castigating  the  provision  for  6  months 
training  for  250,000  volunteers,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  said: 

Who  is  going  to  choose  these  250,000  young 
men?  Oh,  what  a  chance  to  play  favoritism 
and  politics.  This  bill  is  full  of  heartaches 
and  heartbreaks. 

Again,  and  with  obvious  reference  to 
the  defeat  in  the  Democrat-controlled 
82d  Congress  of  a  similar  bill — a  defeat 
in  which  he  played  the  leading  part,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  said  on  May 
17: 

A  thing  that  X  have  considered  bad  under 
previous  administrations,  whether  Roosevelt 
or  Truman,  I  consider  bad  under  Eisenhower, 
Smith,  Jones,  or  anyone  else. 

In  the  face  of  these  and  other  power¬ 
ful  arguments  on  the  part  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri,  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  VinsonI,  facing  cer¬ 
tain  defeat,  ended  further  proceedings 
on  May  17  by  moving  that  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rise. 

Then  in  the  next  2  weeks  came  a  series 
of  blood  transfusions  from  the  White 
House  and  Pentagon  and  on  July  1  this 
creature  of  conscription,  clad  in  slightly 
different  raiment,  again  roamed  the 
House  floor. 

This  time  the  provision  for  compul¬ 
sory  assignment  of  reservists  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  had  been  eliminated. 

In  other  respects,  the  legislation  was 
virtually  unchanged  as  attested  by  my 
question  on  that  day. 

I  would  like  to  know  what  compulsory  fea¬ 
tures  have  been  eliminated  as  between  the 
two  bills. 

To  which  Mr.  Vinson  responded: 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield, 
there  is  eliminated  from  this  bill  the  com¬ 
pulsory  assignment  to  the  National  Guard. 
That  is  the  difference. 

Mr.  Short.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Gross.  That  is  the  only  one. 

Thus,  the  only  substantial  difference 
as  between  May  17  and  July  1,  was  the 
elimination  of  reference  to  the  National 
Guard.  Still  contained  in  the  bill  on 
July  1  and  here  today  are  the  discrimina¬ 
tory  features  of  the  6  months’  training 
for  250,000  youths  to  the  exclusion  of 
others  equally  qualified.  Still  contained 
in  the  measure  presently  before  us  are 
the  ramifications  of  7’/2  years  of  service 
in  the  Reserves  which,  if  effectively  en¬ 
forced  will  directly  alter  the  lives  of 
hundreds  of  thousands,  perhaps  millions 
of  young  Americans  and  may  well  set  a 
new  and  sinister  pattern  of  life  in  Amer¬ 
ica.  Left  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
Pentagon  is  the  administration  of  this 
law.  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission,  which  has  always  advo¬ 
cated  universal  conscription  of  military 
manpower,  will  also  have  certain  func¬ 
tions.  As  far  as  I  know  this  National 
Commission  has  never  had  the  decency, 
along  with  most  others  who  support  uni¬ 
versal  conscription  of  our  youth,  to  ad¬ 
vocate  at  the  same  time,  and  for  the 


same  reason,  the  conscription  of  all  other 
resources  of  the  Nation. 

Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  on  May  17  and  again 
on  July  1,  it  was  imperative  the  building 
of  a  huge  reserve  force  be  started  with¬ 
out  a  moment’s  loss  of  time.  The  bill 
as  it  left  the  House  on  July  1  provided 
the  nucleus  for  this  force  by  throwing 
into  the  Ready  Reserves  all  those  who 
had  been  drafted  since  July  1953  and 
those  presently  serving.  The  other  body 
wisely  and  properly  eliminated  that  pro¬ 
vision. 

But  with  this  provision  eliminated 
there  will  be  no  real  nucleus  for  a  com¬ 
pulsory  reserve  for  at  least  another  2 
years.  Why  did  the  House  conferees 
back  down  on  this  provision  of  the  bill 
as  it  passed  the  House  on  July  1?  Be¬ 
cause  in  the  light  of  past  administration 
it  would  have  been  a  thoroughly  im¬ 
moral  if  not  legal  breach  of  contract  with 
that  category  of  servicemen. 

There  is  no  valid  reason  for  this  legis¬ 
lation  as  long  as  the  Selective  Service 
Act  is  in  effect.  In  one  respect  it  is  de¬ 
signed  to  mitigate  another  big  blunder 
on  the  part  of  the  Pentagon,  which  has 
sanctioned  the  commissioning  of  some 
60,000  new  officers  each  year  through 
various  training  programs.  The  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  is  loaded  with  offi¬ 
cers.  They  are  falling  over  each  other. 
Every  chief  must  have  some  Indians  and 
this  bill,  opening  the  door  to  universal 
conscription  of  manpower,  is  the  answer. 

The  incongruity  of  the  broad  situation 
in  which  we  find  ourselves  is  unbeliev¬ 
able.  On  one  hand  we  are  told  that 
peace  and  prosperity  abound.  For  the 
first  time  in  our  history  we  even  have  a 
secretary  for  peace,  Harold  Stassen.  Let 
us  hope  that  he  will  be  as  agile  in  behalf 
of  peace  as  he  was  in  obligating  millions 
of  dollars  of  foreign  handout  money  in 
the  closing  days  and  hours  of  the  fiscal 
year. 

On  the  other  hand,  despite  the  smiles 
of  the  Russians  and  talk  of  peace  we  are 
here  called  on  to  reach  out  by  new  and 
untried  means  and  fasten  long  periods 
of  military  service  upon  the  youth  of 
today  and  the  tomorrows  to  come.  And 
amid  this  wonderful  prosperity,  the  Na¬ 
tion  plunges  deeper  into  debt,  throwing 
yet  another  burden,  which  we  have 
shirked,  upon  the  shoulders  of  our  young 
people. 

This  is  a  beautiful  world  of  make- 
believe  in  which  we  live  and  each  passing 
day  brings  me  closer  to  the  conviction 
that  Washington  is  the  capital  of  it. 

It  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to  say 
so,  but  let  the  record  show  that  I  am 
unqualifiedly  opposed  to  this  bill  and 
the  conference  report.  It  ought  to  be 
recommitted. 

The  House  refused  to  be  counted  on 
this  issue  by  rollcall  vote  on  July  1,  and 
I  am  not  particularly  concerned  as  to 
whether  there  is  a  record  vote  now.  The 
people  of  this  country  were  entitled  to 
know  where  their  representatives  stood 
on  July  1,  and  they  should  understand 
that  if  there  is  a  record  vote  today,  it 
will  be  on  a  watered-down  version  that 
is  neither  fish  nor  fowl. 

[Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan’s  remarks 
will  appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 


July  25 

(Mr.  BELCHER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my 
sad  duty  to  announce  to  the  House  the 
passing  of  one  of  my  boyhood  friends 
and  one  of  the  greatest  Navy  men  of  this 
generation,  Rear  Adm.  Apollo  Soucek. 
He  was  found  dead  Saturday  morning  in 
his  apartment  in  the  Woodner  Hotel, 
3636  16th  Street  NW. 

Admiral  Soucek  and  I  grew  up  to¬ 
gether  in  Grant  County,  Okla.  We  both 
graduated  from  Medford  High  School. 
His  father  and  my  father  were  close 
friends  for  over  half  a  century.  My  first 
political  experience  was  helping  my 
father  campaign  for  county  assessor  with 
Admiral  Soucek’s  father  helping  us. 

His  death  marked  the  passing  of  one 
of  Oklahoma’s  outstanding  citizens,  and 
his  success  perhaps  could  be  described  as 
a  modified  Horatio  Alger  story.  His 
father  came  to  the  United  States  from 
Bohemia  in  1875  and  became  a  black¬ 
smith  in  Medford,  Okla. 

Admiral  Soucek,  born  on  a  farm  in 
Lamont,  Okla.,  as  a  veteran  of  World 
War  I,  World  War  II,  and  the  Korean 
conflict,  earned,  among  other  merits,  the 
Distinguished  Flying  Cross  and  the  Sil¬ 
ver  Star.  He  was  graduated  from  the 
Naval  Academy  in  1921,  and  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  years  became  a  high-altitude  rec¬ 
ord  holder  as  a  result  of  his  aviation 
achievements. 

During  the  early  1940's,  he  served  on 
the  famed  carrier  Hornet  and  as  air  of¬ 
ficer  of  that  carrier,  gave  the  go-ahead 
signal  to  Jimmy  Doolittle  on  his  spec¬ 
tacular  bombing  run  over  Tokyo  in  1942. 
Later  he  served  as  the  first  commander 
of  the  big  carrier  Roosevelt. 

After  service  in  Korea,  he  was  ap¬ 
pointed  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Aeronau¬ 
tics  in  June  1953,  and  resigned  this  post 
only  last  month. 

During  service  as  naval  attache  in 
London  in  1951,  his  wife,  the  former 
Eleanor  O’Connor,  of  Wellsville,  N.  Y., 
passed  away.  Admiral  Soucek  is  sur¬ 
vived  by  three  brothers:  Zeus,  also  a 
Navy  man  now  living  in  Minneapolis; 
Romus,  of  Los  Angeles;  and  Ormis,  of 
Enid,  Okla. 

The  life  of  this  great  Oklahoman  and 
American  indeed  portrays  bravery,  cour¬ 
age,  and  loyalty  to  his  country  whom  he 
served  so  well.  His  death  writes  finis  in 
the  last  page  of  his  book  of  life,  its  pages 
filled  with  everything  that  was  good  and 
just  for  mankind. 

We  are  consoled  by  the  fact  that  our 
loss  is  another’s  gain. 

(Mr.  ROOSEVELT  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  ROOSEVELT.  Mr.  Speaker,  only 
yesterday  President  Eisenhower  returned 
from  the  summit  conference  in  Geneva 
to  assure  the  American  people  that  he 
had  found  "evidence  of  a  new  friendli¬ 
ness  in  the  world.”  It  is  not  my  purpose 
to  summarize  or  evaluate  the  results  and 
achievements  at  Geneva.  I  merely  find 
it  somewhat  ironic  that  on  the  same  day 
when  we  get  such  an  encouraging  and 
hopeful  assurance  from  our  President, 
we  here  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  are  about  to  complete  action  on 
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the  military  Reserve  bill,  H.  R.  7000, 
which  introduces  a  certain  degree  of 
military  compulsion  and  a  mild  form  of 
universal  military  training  in  this 
country. 

In  the  years  to  come,  every  American 
family  with  a  growing  boy  in  its  midst 
will  be  affected  by  our  action  today. 
Under  this  bill,  if  enacted,  the  Congress 
will  introduce  a  new  and  radical  depar¬ 
ture  from  our  traditional  way  of  dealing 
with  military  service.  For  the  first  time 
in  our  history,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain, 
the  principle  of  using  compulsion  in  or¬ 
der  to  maintain  our  military  reserves  is 
being  introduced  in  peacetime.  Under 
this  new  law,  young  men  who  will  be 
drafted  for  military  service  in  the  future 
will  be  forced  to  take  active  reserve 
training  on  completion  of  their  active 
duty,  and  the  entire  military  obligation 
will  extend  over  a  period  of  8  years. 

This  new  bill  establishes  a  6  months’ 
trainings  program  along  UMT  lines, 
which  is  then  to  be  followed  by  7  V2  years 
in  the  Ready  Reserve.  By  adding  com¬ 
pulsion  and  omitting  quotas  this  entire 
military  program  can  be  converted  into 
a  full-fledged  universal  military  pro¬ 
gram.  In  addition,  this  bill  aims  to 
quadruple  the  size  of  the  paid  reserves 
until  we  attain  a  total  of  2,900,000  men 
in  the  reserves  by  1960.  The  total  cost 
for  maintaining  this  entire  program 
when  in  full  operation  is  estimated  at  $2 
to  $3  billion  annually. 

Mi-.  Speaker,  for  generations  this 
country  has  followed  the  principle  and 
tradition  that  its  young  men  are  drafted 
for  active  military  service  in  such  num¬ 
bers  and  length  of  time  as  was  considered 
necessary  to  assure  the  security  of  our 
Nation,  whether  in  wartime  or  peace¬ 
time.  But  never  in  our  history  have 
we  drafted  men  to  give  up  part  of  their 
civilian  life  for  military  service  over  a 
period  of  years  after  they  had  completed 
their  active  service.  This  is  a  drastic  de¬ 
parture  from  our  customary  procedure 
in  the  past.  It  is  more  in  the  nature  of 
the  European  military  tradition  which 
has  never  appealed  to  our  people. 

Compulsory  military  service  has  always 
been  regarded  by  the  American  people 
as  an  alien  concept,  because  by  its  very 
nature  and  methods  it  is  alien  to  our 
principles  of  freedom.  Americans  have 
never  adopted  the  idea  of  compulsory 
military  service  as  a  pattern  of  fulfilling 
the  duty  to  serve  in  the  defense  of  our 
country.  Whenever  an  emergency 
arose,  whenever  our  country  was  plunged 
into  the  abyss  of  war,  the  manpower  of 
this  Nation  rose  to  the  occasion  with 
fervor  and  patriotism.  We  did  not  de¬ 
pend  upon  paid  mercenaries.  Had  we 
done  so  in  the  past,  only  God  knows 
what  our  fate  would  have  been  by  now. 

I  say  to  you,  my  colleagues,  that  there 
is  no  need  to  change  that  policy.  Be¬ 
fore  contemplating  any  such  drastic 
changes  which  may  lead  us  down  the 
road  of  militarism,  we  must  seek  ways  to 
build  up  our  strength  and  our  manpower 
reserves  on  a  voluntary  basis  rather  than 
through  compulsion.  Not  only  do  I 
question  whether  we  must  build  up  our 
reserves  through  compulsion,  but  I  also 
question  whether  this  bill  actually  cre¬ 
ates  a  Ready  Reserve.  In  truth  I  think 


it  lulls  the  American  people  into  a  false 
sense  of  security. 

It  is  indeed  paradoxical  to  find  that 
our  Army  is  being  cut  down  by  25  percent 
below  its  strength  in  January  of  this  year, 
but  here  we  are  taking  steps  to  build  up 
our  reserves  to  nearly  three  million  men. 
How  can  we  explain  that  to  the  peoples 
of  the  world?  How  can  we,  in  the  light 
of  such  developments,  convince  them 
that  we  are  earnest  in  our  quest  for  world 
peace? 

I  well  understand  the  need  for  main¬ 
taining  and  strengthening  the  security 
of  our  country.  For  this  very  reason  I 
have  supported  legislation  appropriat¬ 
ing  the  necessary  funds  for  our  regular 
military  needs  and  for  our  standing 
forces.  I  am  skeptical,  however,  about 
building  up  huge  Reserves  over  and  above 
our  regular  military  needs  for  the  reasons 
already  indicated.  I  believe  it  is  a  step 
in  the  direction  of  militarism;  I  believe 
it  is  a  drastic  departure  from  our  tra¬ 
ditional  military  policy;  I  believe  that 
when  a  young  man  has  completed  his  2 
years  of  military  service  he  should  have 
the  opportunity  to  return  to  civilian  life 
and  complete  freedom  to  pursue  his  edu¬ 
cation,  career,  trade  or  profession  as  a 
useful  citizen.  Finally,  I  believe  that  at 
this  time  we  can  best  serve  the  interests 
of  our  Nation  and  of  all  nations  by  re¬ 
fraining  from  the  enactment  of  legisla¬ 
tion  which  would  only  serve  to  increase 
international  tension. 

The  world  is  hungry  for  peace  and  dis¬ 
armament.  This  bill  can  once  again 
be  the  cause  for  a  drift  back  toward  a 
universal  arms  race,  instead  of  universal 
peace  and  disarmament.  For  this  rea¬ 
son  I  urge  that  it  be  rejected. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  burn¬ 
ing  desire  of  all  peoples  of  the  world  at 
this  moment  is  for  a  just  and  lasting 
peace.  I  think  that  applies  not  only  to 
the  free  peoples  of  the  world,  but  to  the 
slaves  in  the  satellite  countries  and  in 
Soviet  Russia,  behind  the  Iron  Curtain. 

I  make  a  sharp  distinction  between 
the  masses  of  the  people  in  the  other 
half  of  the  world  and  in  their  puppet 
governments,  and  the  men  in  the  Krem¬ 
lin.  The  Russian,  Baltic,  and  Slavic 
peoples  have  many  admirable  qualities 
and  we  should  help  them  to  liberate 
themselves.  They  want  and  love  the 
freedom  we  have. 

We  all  know  that  for  the  past  several 
years  this  Nation  has  been  spending 
from  $40  to  $50  billion  annually  on  its 
national  defense.  And  rich  as  we  are 
and  powerful  as  we  are  we  cannot  for¬ 
ever  carry  that  burden.  We  want  to 
build  and  not  to  destroy.  Under  exist¬ 
ing  law  we  now  have  a  ceiling  of  1,500,000 
on  our  Reserve  forces.  Actually  there 
are  between  750,000  to  800,000  who  par¬ 
ticipate  in  actual  training  in  the  Ready 
Reserves,  at  a  cost  of  approximately  $700 
million  a  year.  We  have  not  been  get¬ 
ting  our  money’s  worth. 

We  know  that  this  Reserve  program 
has  not  worked  well  since  the  close  of 
World  War  II.  I  shall  not  take  the  time, 
because  I  do  not  have  it,  to  discuss  the 
reasons  for  its  failure.  I  am  suggesting 


that  men  in  high  authority  in  our  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  will  do  a  better  job 
in  the  future  than  they  have  in  the  past. 
Woe  be  unto  them  if  they  do  not. 

It  is  now  proposed,  however,  by  this 
legislation,  to  increase  our  Reserve 
forces  from  a  million  and  a  half  to 
2,900,000  men.  I  think  one  of  the  reasons 
we  failed  in  the  past  is  that  the  penalties 
were  too  severe;  5  years’  imprisonment 
and  a  $10,000  fine  for  any  man  who 
failed  to  carry  out  his  duty  of  Reserve 
training.  There  has  been  no  serious  and 
determined  attempt,  of  course,  to  make 
the  present  system  work.  We,  the  Con¬ 
gress,  have  voted  them  the  authority 
and  the  money  but  they  have  failed  to 
produce.  So  something  has  got  to  be 
done  about  it.  Heaven  knows,  we  can¬ 
not  forever  go  on  spending  the  huge, 
backbreaking  sums  of  money  that  we  are 
spending  and  endure  as  a  free  country. 
We  also  know  that  we  have  got  to  re¬ 
main  strong  on  land  and  sea  and  in  the 
air  as  long  as  we  do  not  have  free,  open 
inspection  of  different  military  estab¬ 
lishments  of  the  different  nations  of  the 
world.  We  want  to  trim  the  fat;  we 
must  not  cut  into  the  muscle  of  our 
national  defense. 

So  what  is  our  problem?  It  is  to  keep 
America  militarily  strong,  and  at  the 
same  time  attempt  to  reduce  this  onerous 
burden  of  taxation  that  will  spend  us 
into  bankruptcy  and  could  bring  about 
our  actual  defeat  just  as  much  as  a  defeat 
on  the  field  of  battle.  The  battlefront 
is  never  stronger  than  the  homefront. 
We  cannot  have  military  might  without 
economic  strength. 

If  we  can  build  up  a  virile,  strong 
Organized  Reserve,  we  can  at  the  same 
time  lower  the  number  of  men  in  the 
regular  Military  Establishment  and  re¬ 
lieve  the  overburdened  American  tax¬ 
payer  of  this  awful  burden  we  are  now 
carrying.  As  one  goes  up,  the  other 
goes  down. 

That  is  what  this  bill  does.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  quoted 
me — and  I  am  glad  he  did — from  a 
speech  I  made  3  years  ago  on  an  entirely 
different  bill  from  the  present  conference 
report.  My  position  is  still  the  same. 
However,  I  can  change  to  meet  changing 
conditions.  He  quoted  me  also  from  an¬ 
other  speech  I  made  recently  on  another 
bill  into  which  the  Guard  was  tied,  and 
where  some  features  existed  that  do  not 
exist  in  this  conference  report.  I  wonder 
if  Members  opposing  this  conference  re¬ 
port  have  read  it — let  alone  studied  it? 
I  served  notice  when  we  passed  this  last 
bill  in  the  House  that  if  it  were  loaded 
down  in  conference,  and  filled  up  with 
hogwash,  or  an  attempt  was  made  to 
open  the  door  to  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  I  would  be  the  first  vigorously  to  op¬ 
pose  the  legislation,  not  only  in  confer¬ 
ence  but  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  I 
have  kept  the  faith.  It  was  not  easy  but 
I  did  not  yield;  members  of  the  confer¬ 
ence — Senators  Russell,  Byrd,  Stennis, 
Saltonstall,  Bridges;  Representatives 
Vinson,  Brooks,  Kilday,  Arends,  and 
myself — will  tell  you  so. 

I  am  glad  to  report  to  you  I  have  never 
attended  a  conference  where  we  had  a 
freer  or  more  thorough  or  complete  dis¬ 
cussion  of  legislation,  and  never  did  I 
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see  the  Senate  conferees  in  a  more  con¬ 
ciliatory  and  reasonable  attitude. 

I  am  glad  to  report  to  the  House  that 
we  succeeded  in  maintaining  all  of  the 
essential  House  provisions.  We  even  got 
the  Senate  to  yield  on  matters,  and  they 
had  a  few  aspects  of  the  measure  which 
the  House  adopted  which  I  think  make  it 
a  better  bill  than  either  the  Senate  or  the 
House  passed. 

One  of  the  things  we  did  was  to  main¬ 
tain  the  ceiling  of  250,000.  You  cannot 
take  more  than  that  into  the  6  months’ 
training.  The  Senate  had  no  ceiling. 
It  could  have  opened  it  up  to  universal 
military  training.  However,  they  re¬ 
ceded  and  accepted  that  figure. 

We  also  passed  in  the  House  a  pro¬ 
vision  to  reduce  the  obligated  Reserve 
training  from  8  years  to  6  years.  The 
Senate  wanted  to  restore  the  8-year  obli¬ 
gated  training  including  the  6  months’ 
training,  of  course,  of  the  men  entering 
this  new  program.  I  served  notice  at 
once  it  was  useless  for  us  to  waste  time 
and  breath  because  I  would  never  sign  a 
conference  report  and  I  would  even  fight 
it  unless  we  retained  the  6-year  provi¬ 
sion.  The  Senate  graciously  agreed. 
Selah. 

Those  are  two  of  the  things  we  did,  but 
the  Senate  even  went  further  than  that. 
We  wrote  a  provision  into  this  conference 
report  where  a  man  now  on  active  duty, 
say  he  has  enlisted  for  2  years,  if  he  has 
served  12  months  he  can  apply  to  be 
transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve,  and 
after  3  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve  or 
only  4  years  in  all  he  can  completely  be 
discharged  from  a  further  obligation  in 
the  Ready  Reserve.  That  applies  up 
until  July  1,  1957,  I  think.  Not  more 
than  150,000  can  be  released  annually. 

In  addition,  there  is  another  induce¬ 
ment  we  included,  a  second  provision  to 
induce  men  to  participate  voluntarily  in 
the  Reserve  training.  What  is  that?  Up 
until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the 
different  military  services,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  may 
accept  enlistments  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  for  a  period  of  1  year  between 
now  and  July  1,  1957,  from  individuals 
who  are  released  from  active  duty,  and 
after  that  date  they  can  apply  for  1 
year’s  more  training,  and  in  3  years’ 
time  they  can  discharge  all  their  obliga- 
gated  military  service.  How  much  bet¬ 
ter  and  easier  is  this  provision  for  the 
youth  of  our  country. 

There  is  by  no  stretch  of  the  imagina¬ 
tion  a  side-door,  front-door,  back-door, 
top-door,  or  bottom-door  way  to  call  this 
a  universal  military  training  act.  There 
is  no  compulsion;  it  is  wholly  volun¬ 
tary.  I  think  those  of  you  who  have 
served  with  me  a  long  time  here  know 
that  if  there  is  one  person  who  could 
smell  a  rat  and  detect  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  even  before  he  saw  it,  it 
would  be  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 
Dewey  Short.  I  want  to  assure  my 
friends  who  have  stood  so  loyally  by  me 
in  the  past  in  opposing  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training,  as  I  oppose  it  now,  and  will 
continue  to  do  in  the  future  that  this  bill 
really  lessens  the  burden  and  makes  it 
easier  for  men  to  discharge  their  mili¬ 
tary  obligation  to  this  Government  than 
the  present  setup  or  any  other  measure 


that  has  been  presented  to  us  in  the  past 
25  years,  if  we  are  not  going  to  let  this 
cloud  of  uncertainty  hang  forever  over 
the  heads  of  the  youth  of  this  Nation 
and  the  draft  law  continues  for  4  years. 

One  reason  I  am  for  this  bill,  and  hope 
it  passes,  is  that  if  it  is  wisely  adminis¬ 
tered  by  the  Department  of  Defense — 
and  we  have  thrown  the  baby  into  their 
lap,  and  said,  “Now,  this  is  yours;  you 
take  it  and  take  care  of  it” — if  it  is  wise¬ 
ly  administered  there  they  can  build  up 
an  adequate  Reserve  that  will  enable  us 
to  reduce  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Standing  Forces,  and  we  can  let  the 
draft  expire  on  July  1,  1959,  and  not 
have  to  extend  it  further  at  that  time. 
And  we  will  save  the  taxpayers  billions 
of  dollars. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  I  would 
like  to  commend  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  and  the  other  members  of  the 
committee  for  the  very  fine  job,  I  think, 
they  have  done  on  this  bill.  I  would 
like  to  clarify  one  thing,  if  I  may.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  page  4  of  the  report,  the 
language  of  the  bill  recites  with  regard 
to  the  6  months’  enlistment  that  a  man 
may  be  accepted  for  enlistment  in  units 
of  such  Ready  Reserve  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Does  that  mean  there  would  have  to  be 
organized  units  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
available  to  that  man  for  him  to  enlist 
in  the  program?  I  ask  the  question  be¬ 
cause  many  of  these  young  men  may 
come  from  small  towns  and  rural  areas 
that  cannot  support  an  organized  unit 
of  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  very  happy  the 
gentleman  from  Wyoming,  who  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  passage  of  the  former 
bill,  asked  that  question.  In  conference 
we  deliberately  eliminated  the  word 
“organized”  because  we  realize  that 
many  of  these  boys  live  in  rural  areas 
far  from  training  centers  or  armories, 
and  they  would  not  be  able  to  meet 
that  requirement,  so  we  took  that  word 
“organized”  out  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Let  me  say  further  to 
the  gentleman  who  offered  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  help  high-school  students,  that 
in  the  conference  report  we  provide  that 
persons  enlisting  in  the  6  months’  pro¬ 
gram  prior  to  reaching  the  age  of  I8V2 
years  or  more,  pursuing  a  course  of  in¬ 
struction  in  a  high  school,  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred  until  such  person  ceases  to  pur¬ 
sue  such  course  satisfactorily,  graduates 
from  such  course,  or  attains  the  age  of 
20  years,  whichever  first  occurs. 

Mr.  THOMSON  of  Wyoming.  And 
that  deferment  is  also  mandatory;  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  quite  true. 
Bear  in  mind  that  we  maintaing  a  ceil¬ 
ing  of  250,000  who  can  enter  under  this 
program.  We  maintained  the  House 
provision  of  6  years  instead  of  8  years. 
We  provide  that  a  boy  going  to  high 
school,  getting  along  and  successfully 
passing  his  course  until  he  graduates, 
until  he  reaches  the  age  of  20,  not  19, 
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as  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Thomson] 
provided  in  the  other  bill — we  provide 
that  that  boy  is  deferred. 

Another  important  thing  is  that  in 
the  House  bill,  which  we  passed,  we 
eliminated  all  Korean  veterans  prior  to 
July  1953  from  further  obligated  Re¬ 
serve  service.  The  Senate  provision  was 
more  liberal  and  more  generous  than  the 
House,  and  they  provided  that  no  man 
who  served  before  Korea  or  who  is  now 
serving  in  the  armed  services  can  be 
charged  with  further  obligated  Reserve 
service.  So  that  the  only  men  who  will 
have  to  discharge  their  obligated  Reserve 
service  for  6  years  or  8  years  will  be 
those  who  come  into  this  program  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  act,  which  is 
when  the  President  signs  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  certainly  this  is  not  a 
perfect  measure,  but  it  is  by  far  the  best 
that  has  been  presented  on  the  Reserve 
since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  this 
House.  The  question  is  a  very  complex, 
complicated,  and  difficult  one,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  have  a  good  bill,  if  the  Pentagon 
can  and  will  make  it  work. 

In  closing,  I  do  want  to  express  my 
appreciation  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  as  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  who  has  worked  so 
long,  patiently,  and  effectively  to  bring 
this  bill  before  us.  It  is  a  great  tribute, 
not  only  to  Mr.  Brooks,  but  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  his  subcommittee,  Mr.  Philbin, 
Mr.  Winstead,  Mr.  Wickersham,  Mr. 
Johnson  of  California,  Mr.  Van  Zandt, 
Mr.  Devereux,  Mr.  Bray,  and  the  other 
members.  Those  who  have  had  active 
service,  not  only  in  time  of  war  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  active  forces,  but  as  Re¬ 
serve  officers  over  a  long  period  of  years, 
no  men  have  been  more  interested  or 
have  worked  harder  to  bring  about  this 
legislation  than  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Van  Zandt;  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Maryland,  General  Dever¬ 
eux;  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
Mr.  Bray.  These  men,  along  with  Mr. 
Fisher,  of  Texas,  and  all  members  of 
the  subcommittee  who  have  worked  so 
diligently  and  faithfully  for  the  defense 
of  our  country,  deserve  the  thanks  of 
all  members  of  our  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  Members  of  the  Congress,  and 
the  American  people.  This  bill  is  not 
UMT,  but  a  step  toward  ending  the  draft 
law  in  1959,  when  it  expires,  and  to  build 
up  a  volunteer  Reserve  system  whereby 
America  can  remain  a  strong  Nation  of 
feemen.  I  believe  in  freedom,  because 
in  freedom  is  our  strength. 

I  hope  that  you  will  vote  overwhelm¬ 
ingly  in  favor  of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  KildayI. 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
legislation  reaches  the  stage  that  con¬ 
ferees  are  appointed,  we  have  arrived  at 
that  stage  where  there  must  be  a  com¬ 
promise  between  the  two  Houses  of  Con¬ 
gress.  I  believe  it  to  be  true  ordinarily 
that  when  the  House  conferees  corns 
back  with  a  conference  report,  there  is  a 
feeling  that  perhaps  the  legislation  has 
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lost  some  of  the  vital  provisions  which 
were  contained  in  the  bill,  as  it  was 
passed  by  the  House.  In  this  instance, 
the  reverse  it  true.  It  is  my  considered 
opinion  that  we  are  bringing  back  to  you 
now  a  better  bill  than  was  passed  by  the 
House,  and  a  better  bill  than  was  passed 
by  the  other  body.  I  believe  it  to  be 
better  than  the  bill  which  was  requested 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  at  the 
time  that  the  matter  was  originally  con¬ 
sidered.  It  is  hoped  that  this  will  begin 
the  creation  of  an  active,  trained  and 
training  Reserve.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  Senate  bill,  there  would  have  been 
a  gap  of  25  months — a  hiatus  of  25 
months  before  a  man  would  have  been 
channeled  into  the  training  in  the  Re¬ 
serve. 

Under  the  House  bill  we  would  have 
gone  back  to  the  cessation  of  hostilities 
in  Korea  and  required  that  men  who  had 
entered  the  service  subsequent  to  that 
date,  including  those  already  in  the 
service  and  those  few  who  might  have 
been  relieved  from  service  to  train  in  the 
Reserves. 

Under  this  bill  it  is  provided  that  per¬ 
sons  who  volunteer  for  the  Reserve  train¬ 
ing  may  receive  an  early  release  from  ac¬ 
tive  duty  or  those  who  have  been  re¬ 
leased  may  receive  an  early  release  from 
their  Ready  Reserve  obligation  by  volun¬ 
teering  for  this  training.  I  believe  that 
by  this  method  we  have  avoided  the  two 
principal  objections  that  could  have  been 
raised  to  either  of  the  versions  passed  by 
the  two  separate  bodies.  We  eliminate 
the  drag  of  the  25  months  in  the  one 
bill  and  we  eliminate  the  strong  opposi¬ 
tion  from  those  who  feel  that  this  is  a 
changing  of  the  rules  after  the  game  has 
begun. 

I  believe  that  we  have  here  a  reason¬ 
able  bill,  one  that  will  start  us  on  the 
road  to  the  preparation  of  a  Reserve  in 
existence,  for  we  all  agree  that  some¬ 
thing  must  be  done  to  reduce  the  tre¬ 
mendous  budget  that  our  military  now 
requires. 

It  is  true  that  our  military  policy  from 
the  days  of  George  Washington  has  been 
based  upon  a  strong,  highly  efficient 
regular  establishment  capable  of  very 
rapid  expansion  in  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency.  We  have  in  the  past 
maintained  at  least  some  semblance  of  a 
small  and  always  highly  efficient  regular 
service,  but  we  have  not  lived  up  to  the 
obligation  upon  us  of  providing  an  ade¬ 
quate  Reserve.  This  is  a  beginning,  and 
I  believe  that  the  fears  of  the  people 
about  any  such  program  will  dissolve  as 
it  gets  underway.  I  think  that  once  we 
get  underway  the  young  men  are  going 
to  find  certain  advantages  from  this 
weekly  training,  or  48  drills  a  year,  from 
new  contacts,  business  and  social  con¬ 
tacts,  that  will  be  enjoyed.  We  have  al¬ 
ways  had  in  the  history  of  the  United 
States  men  who  are  interested  in  being 
civilian  soldiers,  and  I  think  this  will 
prove  attractive  to  them. 

I  believe  that  all  the  basic  or  funda¬ 
mental  objections  that  could  have  been 
made  to  this  program  have  been  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  conference  report  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  adopted  promptly  and 
by  an  overwhelming  vote. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  WierL 

Mr.  WIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to 
thank  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  for 
giving  me  these  2  minutes.  I  guess  it  is 
2  minutes  that  he  found  left  over,  for 
I  had  an  awful  time  trying  to  get  half  a 
minute. 

All  of  you  have  heard  me  express  my 
opposition  to  the  pending  legislation  and 
related  legislation.  I  have  listened  with 
interest  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  and  our  distinguished  ranking  mi¬ 
nority  member  of  the  committee  on  the 
Republican  side,  a  man  in  whom  I  had 
great  faith;  yes,  great  faith,  but  who  has 
finally  mildly  succumbed.  I  listened  in¬ 
tently  to  his  plea  for  this  legislation  to¬ 
day.  But  let  me  say  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  that  not  all  of  us  are  no 
naive  or  so  gullible  as  to  believe  that  this 
legislation  before  us  is  not  an  opening 
wedge  to  universal  military  training. 
Your  committee  from  time  to  time  will 
bring  in  amendments  seeking  that  end 
whenever  the  time  is  opportune. 

I  for  one  will  not  sit  in  this  or  any 
other  legislative  body  and  allow  the  youth 
of  this  Nation  to  be  put  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Pentagon,  and  that  is  the 
fear  that  I  have  here  with  this  bill. 

Your  salesmanship  was  good  on  this 
bill,  but  I  am  sure  that  this  bill  will  be 
followed  by  amendments  from  your  com¬ 
mittee  from  time  to  time  until  we  finally 
get  the  result  you  want,  and  this  Nation 
will  have  universal  military  training.  I 
hope  a  good  substantial  number  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  will  not  do  as 
they  did  on  Friday  July  1,  duck  the  issue, 
but  that  they  will  meet  the  issue  head  on 
now,  and  not  later.  I  am  bitterly  op¬ 
posed  to  this  bill  and  UMT  in  any  form. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  include 
the  following  letter  and  article: 

Friends  Committee  on 

National  Legislation-, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  22,  1955. 

Dear  Congressman  :  The  report  of  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  Reserve  hill,  H.  R.  7000,  will 
probably  come  before  the  House  on  Monday, 
July  25. 

While  the  President  is  returning  from 
Geneva  after  telling  the  world  of  our  sincere 
desire  for  peace,  you  will  be  asked  to  vote 
for  a  bill  which,  although  it  removes  some 
of  the  harsher  provisions  of  the  original  bills, 
still — 

1.  Introduces  the  radical  new  principle  of 
using  compulsion  to  maintain  the  Reserves; 

2.  Sets  up  a  UMT-type  6-month  training 
program  followed  by  7y2  years  in  the  Ready 
Reserve  which  can  be  converted  into  full 
UMT  merely  by  adding  compulsion  and  re¬ 
moving  the  quotas; 

3.  Aims  to  quadruple  the  size  of  the  paid 
Reserves  up  to  a  ceiling  of  2,900,000  men  by 
1960;  and. 

4.  Will  probably  cost  between  $2  and  $3 
billion  per  year  when  in  full  operation,  plus 
another  billion  for  armories;  this  at  a  time 
when  nothing  has  been  authorized  for  badly 
needed  school  construction. 

We  urge  you  to  consider  the  implications  of 
this  bill  which  will  increase  the  military 
penetration  in  communities  and  colleges 
throughout  the  country  at  the  very  time  we 
are  trying  to  move  away  from  militarism  and 
toward  universal  disarmament. 

We  also  urge  you  to  read  the  statements 
of  Senators  Neuberger  and  McNamara  in 
the  Congressional  Record  of  July  21,  at  pages 


9583  to  9588,  in  which  they  tell  why  they 
voted  wrong  in  voting  for  H.  R.  7000  and 
why  they  will  vote  against  the  conference 
report.  Senators  Neuberger,  McNamara,  Lan- 
ger,  Mansfield,  Morse,  and  Humphrey  yes¬ 
terday  introduced  S.  2602,  to  replace  the 
compulsory  features  of  H.  R.  7000  with  a 
voluntary  system  in  which  the  inducement 
for  joining  the  Ready  Reserve  is  the  receipt 
of  the  educational  benefits  of  the  GI  bill  of 
rights. 

On  this  important  issue  we  feel  the  people 
of  the  country  are  entitled  to  know  where 
their  Representatives  stand,  and  we  hope  you 
will  ask  for  a  record  vote. 

Sincerely  yours, 

E.  Raymond  Wilson. 

P.  S. — I  regret  the  use  of  this  impersonal 
form  of  communication,  but  the  shortness 
of  time  before  you  act  on  this  measure  ne¬ 
cessitates  it. 

[From  the  Columbus  (Ohio)  Dispatch  of 
July  24,  1955] 

Bromfield  Believes  Military  Reserves  Meas¬ 
ure  Is  Suppression  of  Freedoms 
(By  Louis  Bromfield) 

Under  the  phony  name  of  a  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  there  is  being  foisted  upon  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people,  and  upon  the  young  people  in 
particular,  a  program  of  universal  military 
training  more  vicious  than  any  that  exists  in 
any  West  European  nation.  Only  the  Fascist 
and  Communist  dictatorships  have  surpassed 
it  in  severity  and  oppression.  The  measure 
is  suppression  of  man’s  natural  freedoms  in  a 
truly  democratic  nation. 

Its  manifest  purpose  is  to  compel  every 
male  American  citizen  of  18 y2  years,  not  only 
to  serve  at  least  2  years  in  the  Army,  willingly 
or  unwillingly,  of  necessity  or  without  neces¬ 
sity,  but  to  involve  him  for  periods  up  to 
8  years  of  drills,  restrictions  of  movement 
and  freedom,  and  to  a  large  extent  the  sacri¬ 
fice  of  his  civil  rights  under  the  Constitution 
and  Bill  of  Rights. 

Behind  this  bill  lie  many  sinister  influ¬ 
ences,  emanating  largely  from  the  Pentagon 
and  the  militarists  who  have  never  relaxed 
their  efforts  to  impose  the  indignity  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  service  upon  a  supposedly  free 
people. 

Having  failed  to  achieve  the  purpose  open¬ 
ly  and  through  the  use  frequently  of  false 
information,  propaganda  and  a  terror  cam¬ 
paign,  the  same  forces  are  now  working  un¬ 
derground  as  quietly  as  possible  to  put  over 
a  plan  worthy  of  only  the  most  militaristic 
of  nations  or  dictatorships. 

DANGEROUS  MEASURE 

This,  of  course,  is  strong  language,  but  it 
is  justified.  The  danger  itself  cannot  be  ex¬ 
aggerated,  principally  because  once  such 
abuses  are  established  they  are  very  diffi¬ 
cult  to  be  rid  of,  even  when  their  sinister 
folly  and  oppression  become  evident  to  all 
the  people. 

Presently  it  is  called  "a  Reserve  program.” 
Actually  it  is  universal  compulsory  military 
service  of  the  most  oppressive  nature.  It 
would  impose  not  only  fines  but  imprison¬ 
ment  upon  any  citizen  who  failed  to  carry 
out  weekly  drills  over  a  period  of  years. 

First  of  all  one  is  forced  to  question  the 
necessity  for  any  such  bill  in  these  times. 
Such  a  program — and  even  the  extension  of 
the  draft  for  a  period  of  4  years  should  be 
justified  and  abundantly.  Neither  has  been 
justified  in  an  age  when  either  war  might  be 
over  within  24  hours  or  no  nation  would 
dare  even  to  risk  a  war. 

The  needs  of  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 
the  Marines  are  all  met  by  recruiting.  It 
is  only  the  Army,  where  in  cannon  fodder  is 
most  needed,  which  campaigns  steadily  and 
openly  using  any  means  whatever  for  bigger 
armies  and  bigger  drafts. 

The  only  justifiable  reasons  could  be  the 
extension  of  an  already  monstrous  and  ex- 
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pensive  program  of  conscripting  young  Amer¬ 
icans  to  protect  the  Germans  and  the  Jap¬ 
anese,  of  establishing  bases  in  many  parts 
of  the  world  and  doing  police  service  to 
protect  peoples  who  frequently  do  not  want 
to  be  protected. 

ILLUSIONS  OF  RED  NATIONS 

The  illusion  of  the  power  of  Asiatic  nations 
and  of  Soviet  Russia  itself  has  been  built  up 
quite  as  much  in  this  country  by  the  mili¬ 
tarists  as  by  the  men  in  the  Kremlin  them- 
selves. 

As  some  of  us  have  been  trying  to  demon¬ 
strate  for  a  long  time  past,  neither  India  nor 
China  is  even  a  fourth-rate  power  and  each 
time  we  treat  them  as  great  powers,  we 
delude  ourselves  and  contribute  to  their  bar¬ 
gaining  strength. 

The  weaknesses  of  Soviet  Russia  herself 
in  almost  every  field — the  disorganization, 
the  strains,  the  lack  of  transportation,  the 
abysmally  low  living  standards,  the  rising 
sense  of  rebellion  among  the  satellites,  the 
burden  of  supporting  China  which  Russia 
can  no  longer  bear — all  of  these  are  becom¬ 
ing  apparent  to  the  average  man  in  the  street, 
although  for  months  and  years  these  facts 
were  either  unknown  in  Washington  (which 
is  unlikely)  or  they  were  deliberately  sup¬ 
pressed. 

Even  the  Secretary  of  State  has  acknowl¬ 
edged  many  of  these  facts  in  a  secret  hearing 
before  Congress.  European  nations  have 
known  and  accepted  these  facts  for  a  long 
time.  Perhaps  the  Hoover  Commission  was 
entirely  right  in  its  condemnation  of  the 
meagerness  of  the  information  turned  up  by 
our  “intelligence  department,’’  both  in  its 
military  and  civilian  branches. 

MILITARISTIC  HUBBUB 

One  cannot  but  ask,  “What  is  all  this  mili¬ 
taristic  hubbub  about?  Who,  including  your 
own  congressmen  support  a  program  which 
in  many  respects,  both  in  proposal  and  execu¬ 
tion,  is  little  short  of  sinister  and  threatens 
the  rights  of  all  of  us  and  the  young  people 
most  of  all?” 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  already 
passed  this  shocking  and  unnecessary  bill. 
You  might — especially  the  young  people — 
ask  your  own  congressman,  “Why?”  Why 
indeed  was  the  draft  extended  for  four 
years  when  two  might  have  sufficed?  Why, 
if  it  were  not  the  plan  of  the  Pentagon  and 
the  militarist  to  saddle  our  people  with  the 
permanent  blight  of  conscription? 

Fortuately  in  the  Senate  under  the  able 
leadership  of  one  of  our  wisest  and  most 
honorable  national  figures,  Senator  Richard 
B.  Russell,  strong  opposition  to  this  inigui- 
tous  measure  has  developed.  If  the  Demo¬ 
crats  want  an  issue  and  a  good  one,  here  it  is. 

By  the  time  of  the  elections  it  will  be  a 
much  stronger  issue  than  it  is  now.  The 
support  of  the  President  to  this  bill — con¬ 
sidering  his  character  and  honesty— is  sur¬ 
prising  and  a  little  shocking,  unless  he  is 
doing  some  bargaining  with  the  Pentagon. 
Even  then,  there  is  no  Justification. 

It  would  be  well  for  all  of  us  to  remember 
that  militarism  can  be  just  as  great  a  threat 
to  our  freedoms  and  our  welfare  and  our 
strength  as  Communism  ever  was. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  take  this  op¬ 
portunity  to  publicly  express  my  sincere 
gratitude  to  the  gentleman  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  LMr.  Brooks],  whose  conscientious 
and  persevering  efforts  have  made  pos¬ 
sible  the  conference  report  that  is  before 
the  House  today. 

Certainly  he  has  earned  the  title  “Mr. 
Reserve”,  and  I  can  think  of  no  finer 
compliment  to  pay  him  than  to  have 
this  law  referred  to  in  the  future  as 
The  Brooks  Reserve  Act. 


I  also  want  to  express  my  appreciation 
to  the  distinguished  majority  leader,  Mr. 
McCormack,  and  to  the  distinguished 
minority  leader,  Mr.  Martin,  and  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Halleck]  for  their  valuable  aid  and 
indispensable  cooperation  which  made 
the  consideration  and  enactment  of  this 
legislation  possible. 

And  certainly  I  could  not  let  this  oc¬ 
casion  pass  without  expressing  my  deep¬ 
est  appreciation  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short], 
the  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee. 
Without  his  sincere  cooperation  and  his 
full  and  complete  understanding  of  all 
the  complex  problems  involved  in  this 
highly  complicated  matter  of  manpower 
this  conference  report  would  not  have 
been  possible. 

It  would  be  impossible  to  name  all  of 
the  individual  Members  who  played  a 
part  in  this  extremely  important  legis¬ 
lation,  but  certainly  it  would  be  proper 
for  me  to  name  a  few  without  meaning 
to  pass  over  others. 

I  want  to  pay  special  tribute  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  Mr.  Brooks’  subcommittee  who 
worked  long,  hard,  and  diligently  on  this 
highly  controversial  and  yet  absolutely 
indispensable  legislation.  I  shall  always 
consider  that  they  accomplished  a  minor 
miracle  in  bringing  together  conflicting 
views  which  have  resulted  in  what  I 
consider  to  be  an  extremely  well-written 
law. 

Certainly  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Johnson],  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  Subcommit¬ 
tee  No.  1,  as  well  as  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  ;  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van 
Zandt]  ;  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Fisher]  ;  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Devereux]  ;  the  gentleman  from  Il¬ 
linois  [Mr.  Price];  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  WickershamI  ;  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Bray]  ;  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Philbin]  ;  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Holtzman];  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Osmers]  ;  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Norblad],  are 
entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  American 
people  for  the  time  and  study  that  they 
have  put  into  this  matter. 

And  the  House  managers  must  cer¬ 
tainly  receive  full  credit  for  their  amaz¬ 
ing  grasp  of  this  highly  involved  subject. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kil- 
day],  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Arends],  joined  with  Mr.  Brooks,  Mr. 
Short,  and  myself  in  holding  together  as 
a  unit  in  the  conference  and  in  being 
able  to  present  to  the  House  this  legisla¬ 
tion  which  may  well  be  the  most  im¬ 
portant  measure  enacted  during  this 
Congress. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  not  dwell  upon  the 
conference  report  for  it  has  been  printed 
in  the  Record  and  fully  explained  to  the 
House.  I  think  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
hereafter  all  persons  entering  the  Armed 
Forces  will  be  required  upon  their  com¬ 
pletion  of  active  duty  to  participate  in 
reserve  training.  This  by  itself  will  as¬ 
sure  as  a  strong  ready  and  virile  Reserve, 

We  kept  faith  with  the  House  and  re¬ 
tained  the  6-year  total  military  obliga- 
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tion  for  all  people  entering  the  services 
hereafter  which  is  a  reduction  from  the 
present  law.  We  retained  the  principle 
of  the  amendment  adopted  in  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  deferment  of  high 
school  students  who  wish  to  enter  the  6- 
months  program  but  do  not  want  to  in¬ 
terrupt  their  high  school  studies. 

All  told,  I  believe  that  we  have  brought 
back  to  the  House  a  conference  report 
which  every  Member  can  support. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  will  be  the  beginning 
of  a  new  era  in  the  defense  of  the  Nation, 
for  when  we  attain  a  trained  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  of  2,900,000  men,  we  will  be  able  to 
give  serious  consideration  to  a  reduction 
in  our  standing  force.  Once  we  have  at¬ 
tained  a  strong  Ready  Reserve  of  2,900,- 
000  men,  if  international  conditions 
permit,  we  will  be  able  to  make  reduc¬ 
tions  from  the  long-range  planned 
strength  of  2,850,000  men  in  our  Regular 
forces.  That,  of  course,  will  be  a  happy 
day  for  America,  for  it  will  mean  a  re¬ 
duction  in  defense  expenditures  and  a 
lessening  of  the  impact  of  the  disloca¬ 
tion  of  the  youth  of  America.  It  will 
mean  a  stronger  defense  with  a  lesser 
sacrifice  in  time  and  money. 

After  the  Brooks  Act  has  been  in  ef¬ 
fect  for  a  sufficient  length  of  time  to 
build  up  to  the  Ready  Reserve  that  is 
contemplated,  we  will  have  attained  the 
greatest  single  achievement  in  our  na¬ 
tional-defense  program  since  the  end  of 
World  War  II. 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
pel-mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  a 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 


The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names; 


Anfuso 

[Roll  No.  128] 
Gamble 

Perkins 

Avery 

Green,  Pa. 

Prouty 

Boykin 

Hardy 

Radwan 

Buchanan 

Hays,  Ohio 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Budge 

Hillings 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Hinshaw 

Shelley 

Chase 

Kearney 

Sieminskl 

Chiperfleld 

Kee 

Thompson,  La. 

ChudofI 

Keogh 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Diggs 

Kilburn 

Tollefson 

Dingell 

King,  Pa. 

Vursell 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Krueger 

Watts 

Eberharter 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Willis 

Feighan 

Morrison 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Fino 

Mumma 

Winstead 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roUcall,  391 
members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


RESERVE  FORCES  ACT  OF  1955 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 


1955 
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Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  conference  report? 

Mr.  BRAY.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
to  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Bray  moves  to  recommit  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  the  bill  H.  R.  7000  to  the 
conference  committee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  motion  to  recommit  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that,  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  315,  nays  78,  answered 
"present”  1,  not  voting  40,  as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  129] 

YEAS— 315 


Abbitt 

Coudert 

Hays,  Ark. 

Abernethy 

Cramer 

Hebert 

Addonizio 

Cretella 

Henderson 

Albert 

Cunningham 

Herlong 

Alexander 

Curtis,  Mass. 

Heselton 

A'ger 

Dague 

Hess 

Allen,  Calif. 

Davidson 

Hiestand 

Allen,  Ill. 

Davis,  Ga. 

Hill 

Andersen, 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Hinshaw 

H.  Carl 

Davis,  Wis. 

Hoeven 

Andresen, 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Holmes 

August  H. 

Dawson,  Utah 

Holt 

Andrews 

Deane 

Hope 

Arends 

Delaney 

Horan 

Ashley 

Dempsey 

Hosmer 

Ashmore 

Derounian 

Huddleston 

Aspinall 

Devereux 

Hull 

Auchincloss 

Dies 

Hyde 

Ayres 

Dixon 

Ikard 

Baker 

Dodd 

Jackson 

Baldwin. 

Dolliver 

James 

Barrett 

Dondero 

Jarman 

Bass,  N.  H. 

Donohue 

Jenkins 

Bass,  Tenn. 

Donovan 

Jensen 

Bates 

Dowdy 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Becker 

Doyle 

Johnson,  Wis. 

Belcher 

Durham 

Jonas 

Bell 

Edmondson 

Jones,  Ala. 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Elliott 

Jones,  Mo. 

Bentley 

Ellsworth 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Berry 

Engle 

Judd 

Blitch 

Evins 

Karsten 

Boggs 

Fallon 

Kean 

Boland 

Fascell 

Kearns 

Bolling 

Feighan 

Keating 

Bolton 

Fenton 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Frances  P. 

Fernandez 

Kilday 

Bolton, 

Fine 

Kilgore 

Oliver  P. 

Fisher 

King,  Calif. 

Bonner 

Fjare 

Kirwan 

Bosch 

Flynt 

Kluczynski 

Bowler 

Fogarty 

Landrum 

Brooks,  La. 

Forand 

Lanham 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Ford 

Lankford 

Brown,  Ga. 

Forrester 

Latham 

Broyhill 

Fountain 

LeCompte 

Buckley 

Frazier 

Lesinski 

Burleson 

Frelinghuysen 

Lipscomb 

Burnside 

Friedel 

Lovre 

Bush 

Fulton 

McCarthy 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Gamble 

McConnell 

Canfield 

Garmatz 

McCormack 

Cannon 

Gary 

McDonough 

Carlyle 

Gathings 

Mclntire 

Carnahan 

Gavin 

McMillan 

Carrigg 

Gordon 

Machrowicz 

Cederberg 

Granahan 

Mack,  HI. 

Celler 

Grant 

Mack,  Wash. 

Chase 

Gregory 

Magnuson 

Chatham 

Gubser 

Mahon 

Chelf 

Gwinn 

Mailliard 

Chenoweth 

Hagen 

Martin 

Clark 

Hale 

Matthews 

Cole 

Haley 

Merrow 

Colmer 

Halleck 

Metcalf 

Cooley 

Harden 

Miller,  Calif. 

Coon 

Harris 

Miller,  Md. 

Cooper 

Harrison,  Va. 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Corbett 

Harvey 

Mills 

Minshall 

Riehlman 

Teague,  Calif. 

Morano 

Riley 

Teague,  Tex. 

Moss 

Rivers 

Thomas 

Moulder 

Roberts 

Thompson,  Tex, 

Multer 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Thomson,  Wyo. 

Murray,  Ill. 

Rodino 

Thornberry 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Trimble 

Natcher 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Tuck 

Norblad 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Tumulty 

Norrell 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Udall 

O'Brien,  Ill. 

Rooney 

Utt 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Rutherford 

Vanik 

O'Neill 

Sadlak 

Van  Zandt 

Osmers 

St.  George 

Velde 

Ostertag 

Scherer 

Vinson 

Passman 

Schwengel 

Vorys 

Patman 

Scott 

Vursell 

Patterson 

Scrivner 

Wa  inright 

Pelly 

Scudder 

Walter 

Pfost 

Seely-Brown 

Weaver 

Phi'lips 

Selden 

Westland 

Pilcher 

Sheppard 

Wharton 

Pillion 

Short 

Whitten 

Poage 

Shuford 

Wickersham 

Poff 

Sikes 

Widnall 

Preston 

Siler 

Wigglesworth 

Price 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Williams,  Miss. 

Priest 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Williams,  N.  J. 

Prouty 

Sisk 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Quigley 

Smith,  Miss. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Rabaut 

Smith,  Va. 

Wolcott 

Rains 

Spence 

Wolverton 

Ray 

Springer 

Wright 

Reed,  Ill. 

Steed 

Young 

Rees,  Kans. 

Taber 

Younger 

Reuss 

Talle 

Zablockl 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 
Richards 

Taylor 
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Zelenko 

A/lair 

Green,  Oreg. 

Mollohan 

Bailey 

Griffliths 

Morgan 

Barden 

Gross 

Nelson 

Baumhart 

Hand 

Nicholson 

Beamer 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

O.Hara,  Ill. 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Hayworth 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Betts 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

O’Konski 

Blatnik 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Philbin 

Bow 

Holifield 

Polk 

Boyle 

Holtzman 

Powell 

Bray 

Johansen 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Robeson,  Va. 

Brownson 

Klein 

Roosevelt 

Burdick 

Knox 

Saylor 

Bvrd 

Knutson 

Schenck 

Christopher 

Laird 

Sheehan 

Church 

Lane 

Smith,  Kans. 

Clevenger 

Long 

Smith.  Wis. 

Crumpacker 

McCulloch 

Staggers 

Curtis,  Mo. 

McDowell 

Sullivan 

Denton 

McGregor 

Thompson, 

Dollinger 

McVey 

Mich. 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Madden 

Van  Pelt 

Flood 

Marshall 

Wier 

Gentry 

Mason 

Withrow 

George 

Meader 

Yates 

Gray 

ANSWERED  “PRESENT” — 1 
Jennings 


NOT  VOTING — 40 


Anfuso 

Hardy 

Perkins 

Avery 

Hays,  Ohio 

Radwan 

Boykin 

Hillings 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Buchanan 

Kearney 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Budge 

Kee 

Shelley 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Keogh 

Sieminskl 

Chiperfield 

Kilburn 

Thompson,  La. 

Chudoff 

King,  Pa. 

Thompson,  N.  J. 

Diggs 

Krueger 

Tollefson 

Dingell 

Macdonald 

Watts 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Willis 

Eberharter 

Morrison 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Fino 

Green,  Pa. 

Mumma 

Winstead 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed 
to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  Hardy  for,  with  Mr.  Jennings  against. 

Mr.  Avery  for,  with  Mr.  Radwan  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Keogh  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Anfuso  with  Mr.  Miller  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Hays  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

Mr.  Dingell  with  Mr.  Dorn  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Eberharter  with  Mr.  Chiperfield. 


Mr.  Morrison  with  Mr.  Pino. 

Mr.  Winstead  with  Mr.  Hillings. 

Mr.  Shelley  with  Mr.  Kilburn. 

Mr.  Boykin  with  Mr.  Krueger. 

Mrs.  Buchanan  with  Mr.  Reed  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr.  Budge. 

Mr.  Chudoff  with  Mr.  Mumma. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  Louisiana  with  Mr.  King 
of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Thompson  of  New  Jersey  with  Mr.  : 
Tollefson. 

Mr.  Macdonald  with  Mr.  Wilson  of  Cali-  i 
fornia. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  j 
a  live  pair  with  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Mr.  Hardy.  If  he  were  present  he 
would  have  voted  "yea.”  I  voted  "nay.”  : 
I  withdraw  my  vote  and  vote  “present.” 

Mr.  PATMAN  changed  his  vote  from 
"nay”  to  “yea.” 

Mr.  BAILEY  changed  his  vote  from 
"yea”  to  “nay.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 


GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to  ex¬ 
tend  their  remarks  in  the  Record  on  the 
bill  H.  R.  7000. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


aOLONY  PROJECT,  BOSTON 
IOUSING  AUTHORITY 

IPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
ius  consent  to  take  from  the 
s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6980)  pro- 
or  the  conveyance  of  the  Old 
project  to  the  Boston  Housing 
y,  with  a  Senate  amendment 
and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment. 

The  Cleyk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment 
as  follows:  \ 

Page  2,  line  5,  after  “determine”  insert 
",  and  the  amount  received  for  each  project 
shall  be  reported  by  the  Administrator  to 
the  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Representatives.” 

The  SPEAKER.  \Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in;  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid 
on  the  table. 


TRAVEL  EXPENSE,  UNITED  STATES 
MARSHALS 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  for  the  immediate  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  4019)  to 
authorize  mileage  allowance  of  10  cents 
per  mile  for  United  States  marshals  and 
their  deputies  for  travel  on  official 
business. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 
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There  w\s  no  objection. 

The  ClerRu’ead  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  United  States 
marshals  and  fcbeir  deputies  shall,  under 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  and  whenever \uch  mode  of  transporta¬ 
tion  Is  authorized  ok  approved  as  more  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  Government,  be  paid  in 
lieu  of  actual  expenses  of  transportation 
not  to  exceed  10  cents  W  mile  for  use  of 
privately  owned  automobifs  or  airplane  when 
used  on  official  business  ds  when  used  in 
necessary  travel  on  official  tidps.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  mileage  allowance\prescribed  In 
this  Act,  there  shall  be  allowed  to  United 
States  marshals  and  their  deputies  reim¬ 
bursement  for  the  actual  cost  of  Rrry  fares 
and  bridge,  road,  and  tunnel  tolls. 

With  the  following  committee  arhgnd- 
ment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  al\d 
insert  the  following:  “That  subsection  (3k 
of  section  553  of  title  28,  United  States  Code, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  ‘7  cents’  and 
inserting  TO  cents’  in  lieu  thereof.” 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  for  the  immediate  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  2592)  to  in¬ 
crease  the  mileage  allowance  of  United 
States  marshals  and  their  deputies  from 
7  cents  per  mile  to  10  cents  per  mile. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Lane]  ? 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  has  this  bill  been 
cleared  with  the  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary? 

Mr.  LANE.  Yes,  it  has  been. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  And  with  the  leader¬ 
ship  on  the  Republican  side? 

Mr.  LANE.  Yes,  it  has. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  with¬ 
draw  my  reservation  of  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  paragraph  (3)  ,  of 
section  553  of  title  28,  United  States  Code, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  “7  cents”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “10  cents.”/ 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  /time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  proceedings  whereby  a  similar 
House  bill  (H.  R.  4019)  were  vacated  and 
that  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees :  Messrs.  Cooley,  Poage,  Grant, 
Jennings,  Hope,  August  H.  Andresen, 
and  Hill. 


AMENDING  TITLE  V  OF  THE  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  ACT  OF  1949 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  3822)  to 
amend  title  V  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended,  with  Senate  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate 
amendments  and  ask  for  a  conference 
with  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair 
rs  none  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Messrs.  Cooley,  Poage,  Gath- 
ing$.  Grant,  Hope,  August  H.  Andresen, 
[ill. 

CCIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  CARNAHAN  asked  and  was  givfn 
permission\o  address  the  House  fpr  5 


minutes  todas 
program  of 
of  any  special 


following  the  legislative 
day  and  the  conclusion 
orders  heretofor/entered. 

/ 


SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA 
ON  THE  UPPER 
STORAGE  PROJEC1 


POSITION 
IADO  BASIN 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 

Mr.  COOLER".  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table,  the  bill  (H.  R.  2851)  to 
make  agricultural  commodities  owned 
by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
available  to  persons  in  need  in  areas  of 
acute -distress,  with  Senate  amendments 
thereto,  disagree  to  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  and  ask  for  a  conference  with 
the  Senate. 


Mr.  HOSMER.  IMtf.  Speaker,  a  foot¬ 
ball  field  is  slightly  more  than  an  acre 
of  ground.  Cover  it  a  foot\deep  with 
water  and  you  would  have  about  an  acre- 
foot  of  water.  .^Cover  it  with  a  tower  of 
water  11,000  miles  high,  and  you  have  an 
idea  of  the  amount  of  water  pal 
Southern  .California  will  lose  if  the  upper 
Colorado  Basin  storage  project  is  b 
as  now  planned. 

Imagine  a  canal  wide  enough  and  deep 
enough  to  float  the  worlds’  biggest  ship, 
the  Navy’s  new  aircraft  carrier  Forrestal. 
Imagine  that  canal  stretching  from  New 
York  City  to  Los  Angeles.  During  just 
1  year,  enough  of  the  Colorado  River’s 
water  to  fill  it  could  be  stopped  from 
flowing  downstream  at  the  project’s 
gigantic  Glen  Canyon  Dam. 

That  is  water  that  could  not  be  used 
by  southern  California,  Arizona,  and 
Nevada  because  it  would  be  withheld  up¬ 
stream  and  never  reach  them. 

All  this  is  true  because  the  multi¬ 
billion  dollar  project  is  designed  to  put 
approximately  48  million  acre-feet  of 
water  in  storage  behind  dams  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Utah,  Wyoming,  and  New  Mexico. 
Another  10  million  acre-feet  of  water 
would  be  dissipated  into  thin  air  by 
evaporation  during  storage. 

In  all,  58  million  acre-feet  of  water 
would  not  flow  down  the  Colorado  River 
from  the  Upper  Basin  States  of  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Utah,  New  Mexico,  and  Colorado 
to  the  lower  basin  States  of  Arizona, 
Nevada,  and  California. 

Yet  so  vital  is  this  matter  in  the  lower 
basin  that  even  today  arid  Arizona  and 
California  are  before  the  United  States 


Supreme  Court  litigating  their  rights  to/ 
it. 

California  agrees  that  the  upper  bag 
is  entitled  to  use  some  of  that  58  mi 
acre-feet,  but  contends  that  mos/of  it 
must  be  left  flowing  down  to  thf  lower 
basin  under  provisions  of  a  solemn  con¬ 
tract  entered  into  by  these  se/en  States 
in  1922  known  as  the  Colorado  River 
compact. 

California’s  basic  positi6n  is  that  she 
conforms  to  the  compact  and  must  in¬ 
sist  that  the  States  of  the  upper  basin 
and  the  Federal  GjzVernment  do  like¬ 
wise  in  the  plannirx*  and  administration 
of  the  storage  project.  California  thus 
is  fighting  only  to  preserve  rights  to 
water  she  already  has  and  not  for  any 
new  and  additional  water  rights. 

Relying  on  these  existing  rights,  Cali¬ 
fornia  c^fefully  invested  between  one- 
half  and  three-quarter  billion  dollars 
of  local  money,  not  Federal  money,  for 
watq^  projects  calculated  to  make  maxi¬ 
use  of  her  share  of  the  Colorado 
Thereby,  southern  California 
-as  transformed  from  a  semidesert  into 
an  oasis  constituting  one  of  the  Nation’s 
key  economic  and  agricultural  regions, 
supporting  millions  who  migrated  to  her 
from  borders  from  less  hospitable 
climates. 

As  southern  California  continues  to 
grow,  her  need  for  water  becomes  greater, 
not  less.  Should  the  bleak  day  ever 
come  when  her  Colorado  River  water 
supply  is  cut  off.  on  that  day  the  jobs 
of  the  millions  she  supports  will  vanish 
and  the  value  of  everything  they  own 
that  cannot  be  transported  to  another 
part  of  the  country  will  be  lost  com¬ 
pletely  and  forever. 

That  is  why  Californians  in  Congress 
are  fighting  so  hard  to  prevent  spending 
billions  from  the  United  States  Treasury 
to  build  the  upper  Colorado  project  in 
such  a  manner  as  merely  to  transport  the 
oasis  of  southern  California  to  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  Utah,  and  New  Mexico.  In 
the  process,  financial  ruin  would  be  im- 
>osed  on  almost  6  million  southern  Cali- 
jrnians.  These  States  can  plan  their 
iects  without  this  disastrous  result 
ancf\palifornia  demands  that  they  do  so. 

reason  they  have  failed  so  far  to 
do  it  iSsclear.  To  find  a  common  ground 
for  agreement  amongst  themselves,  each 
of  the  up\er  basin  States  had  to  accept 
every  project,  good,  bad  or  indifferent, 
any  of  the  others  asked  for.  They  ended 
up  with  a  monstrosity  that  did  not  fit  the 
interpretations \nd  meaning  of  the  Colo¬ 
rado  River  compact.  Rather  than  re¬ 
cede,  they  adoptecry  technique  of  twist¬ 
ing,  straining  and  ^distorting  the  com¬ 
pact  in  an  attempt  toN^tretch  it  over  the 
monstrosity. 

The  reason  they  hate  adopted  this 
technique  is  not  so  deals.  To  under¬ 
stand  it  requires  some  knowledge  of  the 
Colorado  River  compact  ancK.the  situa¬ 
tion  that  produced  it. 

Early  in  this  century  southe\n  Cali¬ 
fornia  already  had  begun  its  miraculous 
exapnsion  in  population,  agriculture  and 
industry.  A  water  shortage  was  1 
and  Los  Angeles  began  reaching  up 
the  Owens  Valley  for  water  to  be  trar 
ported  through  an  aqueduct  over  100 
miles  long.  Even  then,  men  of  vision 
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to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 

April  28,  1955 

Reported  with  amendments,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

July  26, 1955 

The  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  discharged, 
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A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for 

other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “National  Reserve  Plan”. 

4  Sec.  2.  In  enacting  this  legislation,  it  is  the  conviction 

5  of  the  Congress  that  the  best  interests  of  the  national  security 

6  demand  a  well-trained  and  well-disciplined  Reserve,  and 

7  further  that  honorable  service  includes  fulfillment  of  service 

8  obligations  in  the  Reserve  Forces  as  well  as  the  Active 

9  Forces.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  to  provide  sufficient 
10  Reserve  Forces  which,  in  conjunction  with  the  Active  Forces, 
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will  be  able  to  preserve  the  security,  and  provide  for  the 
defense,  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  3.  The  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  further  amended  as 
follows : 

(1)  Paragraph  (3)  of  subsection  4  (d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  after  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act,  is  inducted  into,  or  initially  enlisted  or 
appointed  in,  the  Armed  Eorces,  including  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
before  his  thirty-fifth  birthday,  shall  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and 
in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged.  Each  such  person,  on  release 
from  active  training  and  service  or  active  duty  for  training 
in  the  Armed  Eorces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  qualified,  be  retained  in 
or  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Eorces 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) , 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 
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6  (c)  (2)  (A).  To  tli o  maximum  extent  practicable,  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard  shall 
continue  to  consist  of  members  of  the  militia  voluntarily 
enlisting  therein.  However,  when  recruitment  efforts  by  the 
several  States  procure  less  than  the  necessary  numbers  and 
quality  of  volunteer  personnel,  and  upon  request  or  approval 
of  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  a  State, 
Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  such  a  person  may 
be  transferred  to  the  A  rim-  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which 
he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  or  under  section 
6  (c)  (2)  (A)  unless  sooner  discharged  or  transferred. 

A  person  transferred  under  this  paragraph  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  concurrently 
become  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  as  appropriate.  Persons  having  an  obligated  period 
of  service  under  this  Act  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  for  satisfactory  performance  of  that  service 
obligation.  However,  any  person  while  subject  to  such 
reserve  obligation  who  in  good  faith  becomes  a  regular  or 
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duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  or  a  student  preparing 
therefor,  as  defined  in  sections  6  (g)  and  16  (g)  of  this 
Act,  shall,  at  his  request,  not  he  required  to  serve  on  active 
training  and  service  or  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive 
duty  training  while  in  such  status.  In  addition  to  their 
obligation  to  perform  the  duties  provided  for  in  this  Act, 
such  persons  shall  he  subject  to  such  orders,  directives,  and 
regulations  relating  to  their  administration  (including  the 
rendering  of  prescribed  reports  on  personal  status)  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) .  This  subsection  does  not  prevent  any  person, 
while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force. 
The  appropriate  Secretary  of  a  military  department,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  Coast  Guard  when  it  is 
not  operating  as  a  service  in  the  Navy)  may  provide,  by 
regulations  which  shall  be  as  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  of  any  person  from  active  training  and  service  or 
active  duty  for  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  before  serving 
the  period  of  active  training  and  service  or  active  duty  for 
training  for  which  he  was  enlisted,  appointed,  or  inducted. 
The  amendment  made  by  this  amendatory  Act  does  not 
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change  or  revoke  any  reserve  obligation  imposed  on  any 
person  under  this  section  before  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act.” 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  is  amended  to  read  as 

follows : 

“Until  July  1,  .1.959,  any  person  herein  described  may, 
within  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  with  the  advice  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  enlist  in 
the  Army  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  a  State,  Ter¬ 
ritory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  in  the  Deserve  or  in 
any  unit  of  the  Deserve  of  any  armed  force.  Under  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard),  any  person  who  has  not  been 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  Act  may  be  en¬ 
listed  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
eight  years;  any  person  who  is  under  the  age  of  nineteen 
years  and  who  has  not  received  notice  to  report  for  induction 
under  this  Act  may  be  enlisted  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active  duty  for 
training  and  service  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total 


1 

2 

O 

O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


6 

of  eight  years,  shall,  within  two  years  of  such  enlistment, 
notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law,  he  ordered  to 
active  duty  to  perform  a  minimum  of  twenty-four  consecu¬ 
tive  months  of  active  training  and  service,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  except  that  the  commencement  of  such  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  may  be  deferred  under  the  same  conditions 
and  for  the  same  period  that  induction  for  training  and 
service  may  be  deferred  under  subsections  (d)  or  (i)  (1) 
of  this  section.  Such  persons  who  enlist  to  serve  on  active 
duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of 
eight  years  shall,  upon  enlistment,  be  ordered  to  active  duty 
for  training  for  a  period  of  six  months.  The  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  shall  be  provided  sufficient 
personnel,  under  sections  4  (d)  (3)  and  6  (c)  (2)  (A) 
to  meet  the  approved  program  strengths  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard.  Notwithstanding 
the  quotas  fixed  by  the  President  under  this  section,  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  one  hundred  thousand  persons  net  and  not  more 
than  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  persons  net  shall  be 
enlisted  annually  to  serve  on  active  duty  for  training  and  in  a 
reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight  years  for  the  purposes  of 
this  subsection.  The  National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  act  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Secretaiy  of  Defense 
and  the  President,  as  Commander  in  Chief,  with  respect  to 
the  welfare  of  persons  while  serving  on  active  duty  for  train- 
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ing  for  six  months  under  this  subsection.  The  National 
Security  Training  Commission  shall  report  with  respect  to 
the  welfare  of  such  persons  annually  to  the  Congress.  The 
advice  and  reports  rendered  by  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  be  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  welfare  of  the  persons  involved  and  not  with 
respect  to  the  military  training  required.  Upon  a  specific 
finding  by  the  President,  persons  with  critical  skills  engaged 
in  critical  defense  supporting  industries  may  be  allowed  to 
fulfill  their  military  obligation  by  serving  on  active  duty 
for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  of  eight 
years  under  the  terms  of  this  subsection.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law,  a  person  enlisted  to  serve  on 
active  duty  for  training  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a 
total  of  eight  years  shall — 

“  (i)  be  entitled  to  pay  in  the  amount  of  $50  a 
month  for  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  and  for  any  period  of  hospitalization  incident 
thereto ; 

“  (ii)  for  the  purposes  of  subsistence  and  travel  and 
transportation  allowances  and  title  IV  of  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  he  shall  be 
treated  as  if  he  were  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under 
four  months)  ; 

“  (iii)  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  authorized  for  re- 
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servists  by  Public  Law  108,  Eighty-first  Congress,  ap¬ 
proved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201)  (for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  which  the  term  ‘active  duty  for  training’  as 
used  herein  shall  be  considered  to  be  ‘extended  naval 
or  military  service’) ,  except  that  he  shall  not  be  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  section  621  of  the  National  Service 
Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  the  auto¬ 
matic  indemnity  coverage  under  the  Servicemen’s 
Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  be  limited 
to  thirty  days  after  separation  or  release  from  the  initial 
six  months  of  active  duty  training;  and 

“  (iv)  during  his  period  of  obligated  service,  be  de¬ 
ferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  after 
completing  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for 
framing,  for  so  long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Army  National  Guard,  Air  National  Guard, 
or  a  reserve  component,  but  he  shall  be  liable  for  active 
duty  in  accordance  with  law.  However,  if  after  com¬ 
pleting  his  initial  six  months  of  active  duty  for  training 
he  does  not  thereafter,  during  any  part  of  his  obligated 
period  of  service,  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  the 
Army  National  Guard,  Air  National  Guard,  or  a  reserve 
component,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Eorce  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
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the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  his  deferment  shall  be 
canceled,  and  he  shall  be  liable  to  be  inducted  into  the 
aimed  force  in  which  he  has  been  trained  for  a  period 
of  training  and  service  of  not  more  than  twenty-four 
months.  In  addition  to  enlistments  authorized  by  this 
subsection,  persons  selected  for  enrollment  in  an  officer 
training  program  under  section  6  (d)  of  this  title  may 
be  enlisted  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed  force 
concerned.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  words 
‘active  duty  for  training’  mean  full-time  duty  in  the 
active  military  service  of  the  United  States  for  training 
purposes;  and  in  respect  to  members  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  means,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  only,  the  performance  of  such  duty 
in  a  Federal  status.” 

(3)  Subsection  6  (d)  (1)  is  amended  by  adding  at 

the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  graduation  persons 
who  successfully  complete  the  Army  or  Air  Force  ROTC 
course  and  are  qualified  shall  be  commissioned  in  the  reserve 
of  the  appropriate  service.  Thereafter,  such  persons  in 
excess  of  the  Active  Forces  requirements  existing  at  that 
time,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  training  for  a  period 
of  six  months  with  the  service  in  which  commissioned. 
Upon  the  completion  of  such  active  duty  for  training  such 
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person  shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  assigned  to  an 
appropriate  reserve  component  for  a  period  of  seven  and 
one-half  years  additional  service.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  develop  standards  and  regulations  to  require  satisfactory 
participation  by  such  a  person.  Failure  to  meet  these 
standards  may  result  in  his  commission  in  the  reserve  being 
revoked.” 

(4)  Section  9  (g)  (3)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  par¬ 
agraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section  shall 
be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the  purpose 
of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his  physical 
fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  or  while  a  member  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard.  Upon  his  release 
from  training  duty  (other  than  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps)  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  em¬ 
ployee  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within 
thirty  days  following  his  release  or  rejection,  he  reinstated 
in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or 
pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated.” 

(5)  Section  9  (g)  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  paragraph,  to  be  known  as  paragraph  (4) ,  to  read  as 
follows : 
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“Any  person  who  performs  six  months  of  active  duty 
for  training  pursuant  to,  and  as  defined  in,  section  6  (c)  (2) 
(A)  of  the  National  Reserve  Plan  shall  be  entitled,  upon 
application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days  after  (a) 
release  following  satisfactory  completion  of  required  training 
or  (b)  from  hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for 
a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months,  to  all  reemployment 
lights  and  benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  this  title  in  the 
case  of  persons  enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
except  that  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not  be  discharged  from 
such  position  without  cause,  within  six  months  after  such 
restoration.” 

Sec.  4.  The  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952  (66 
Stat.  481) ,  is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  amending  section  101  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

“(f)  ‘Member  of  a  reserve  component’  means  a  person 
appointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  as  a  Reserve  of  an  Armed 
Force  of  the  United  States  or  a  person  who  is  transferred 
to,  or  otherwise  acquires  membership  in,  a  reserve  component 
under  any  provision  of  law:  Provided,  That  no  person  shall 
he  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  unless 
he  first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  oi 
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Air  National  Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  pursuant  to  law.” 

(2)  By  inserting  the  following  at  the  end  of  section 

101: 

“  (k)  ‘Active  Forces’  means  those  members  and  units 
of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  that  are  on  active 
duty. 

“(1)  ‘Deserve  Forces’  means  those  members  and  units 
of  the  reserve  components  that  are  not  on  active  duty,  nor 
in  a  retired  status.” 

(3)  By  amending  section  201  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 
“(a)  The  Reserve  Forces  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 

United  States  are  maintained  to  provide  trained  units  and 
qualified  persons  available  for  active  duty  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency,  and  at  such  other  times  as  the  national 
security  requires,  to  meet  requirements  for  military  forces  in 
excess  of  existing  Active  Forces,  during  and  after  the  period 
needed  to  procure  and  train  additional  units  and  qualified 
persons  to  achieve  the  planned  mobilization.” 

(4)  By  amending  section  204  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  204.  The  Reserve  Forces  consist  of  the  Ready 

Reserve  with  an  authorized  aggregate  personnel  strength 
which  shall  not  exceed  two  million  nine  hundred  thousand 
and  the  Standby  Reserve.” 

(5)  By  amending  section  205  to  read  as  follows: 
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“Sec.  205.  (a)  The  Ready  Reserve  consists  of  such 
trained  members  and  units  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  section  204,  which  will  be  avail¬ 
able  immediately  during  early  phases  of  any  war  or  general 
mobilization. 

“(b)  Each  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  shall  per¬ 
form  such  active  duty  for  training  and  such  inactive  duty 
training  as  may  he  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  law.  Such  inactive  duty  training  shall 
normally  provide  for  an  annual  minimum  of  forty-eight 
assemblies  for  drill  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  training, 
instruction  or  duty,  or  appropriate  duties.  Notwithstanding 
any  other  provision  of  law  a  person  who  served  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  July  27,  1953,  will  not 
he  required,  unless  he  has  agreed  or  may  hereafter  agree, 
to  participate  in  active  duty  for  training  or  in  inactive  duty 
training  in  the  Ready  Reserve.” 

(6)  By  amending  section  206  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  206.  (a)  The  Standby  Reserve  consists  of  those 
members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  that  are  not  in  the  Ready 
Reserve. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  not  be 
H.  R.  5297 - 3 
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ordered,  without  their  consent,  to  perform  active  duty  for 
training  or  inactive  duty  training,  but  may  be  ordered,  with 
their  consent,  to  perform  such  training  without  pay,  except 
that  such  persons  who  are  in  the  Standby  Reserve  and  who 
are  in  a  pay  status  at  the  time  of  passage  of  this  amendatory 
Act  may  be  permitted  to  remain  in  such  pay  status  for  not 
more  than  one  hundred  and  twenty  days  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  amendatory  Act.” 

( 7 )  By  amending  section  208  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  208.  (a)  Each  person  required  to  serve  in  a 
reserve  component  pursuant  to  law  shall,  upon  becoming . 
a  member  of  a  reserve  component,  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
unless  he  is  on  active  duty  or  is  transferred  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

“(b)  All  units  and  members  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

“  (c)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  any  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces  who  is  not 
otherwise  required  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve,  be  placed  in  the  Retired 
Reserve  if  he  is  eligible  and  applies  therefor,  or  be  dis¬ 
charged,  as  appropriate,  unless  he  agrees  or  has  agreed  in 
writing  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  for  at  least  one  year. 
“(d)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
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Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Coast 
Guard  when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not  operating  as  a  service 
in  the  Navy) ,  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has 
not  completed  his  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the 
Ready  Reserve,  may  be  transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve, 
whenever  the  reason  for  his  transfer  to  the  Standb}^  Reserve 
no  longer  exists. 

“(e)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary — 

“(1)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  his  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  two  years  or  less,  may  be  required  to  serve  the 
remainder  of  his  military  obligation  in  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve  subject  to  paragraph  4  of  this  section; 

“(2)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  his  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  a  minimum  of  three  years,  may  be  required  to  serve 
four  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve ; 

“(3)  any  person  who,  at  the  time  of  his  release 
from  active  duty  in  an  armed  force,  has  served  therein 
for  a  minimum  of  four  years,  may  be  required  to  serve 
two  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve ; 

“(4)  such  persons  by  satisfactory  participation  in 
prescribed  incentive  programs  shall  have  a  period  of 
required  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve  reduced  as  fdl- 
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lows:  Three  years  for  a  person  who  has  completed  two 
years  of  active  duty  or  who  has  completed  less  than  two 
years  but  more  than  six  months  of  active  duty  and  was 
released  from  such  active  duty  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Government,  two  years  for  a  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  three  years  of  active  duty,  one  year  for  a  person 
who  has  completed  four  years  of  active  duty;  and 
“  (5)  any  person  who  at  the  time  of  his  release  from 
active  duty  in  an  armed  force  has  served  therein  for  a 
minimum  of  five  years  shall  serve  the  remainder  of  his 
obligation  in  the  Standby  Reserve  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

“(f)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  after  consultation  with  agencies  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  having  responsibility  for  manpower  policies  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  United  States  Coast  Guard 
when  the  Coast  Guard  is  not  operating  as  a  service  in  the 
Navy) ,  each  armed  force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide 
a  system  of  continuous  screening  of  units  and  members  of 
the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 

“  ( 1 )  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those 
members  or  units  during  a  mobilization ; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military 
skills; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  possessing 
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critical  civilian  skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers 
beyond  the  requirements  for  those  skills  except  for 
persons  who  have  military  skills  for  which  there  is  an 
overriding’  requirement ; 

“  (4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and 
military  requirements,  recognition  is  given  to  participa¬ 
tion  in  combat;  and 

“(5)  members  of  the  Reserve  forces  whose  mobili¬ 
zation  in  an  emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal 
or  community  hardship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready 
Reserve.” 

“(g)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary  any  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve.  Subject  to  such  regulations 
as  the  appropriate  Secretary  may  prescribe,  any  member  of 
the  Standby  Reserve  may,  at  any  time  upon  his  request,  be 
placed  in  the  Ready  Reserve  if  qualified. 

“(h)  Members  of  the  reserve  components  who  are  in 
the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby  Reserve  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  except  those  who  are  on 
active  duty,  shall  be  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  the  Standby 
Reserve,  as  the  case  may  be,  established  by  this  amendatory 
Act. 

“(i)  No  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 
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serving  voluntarily  as  a  member  thereof  shall  be  transferred 
or  discharged  under  this  section  without  the  consent  of  the 
Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State 
concerned.” 

(8)  Section  209  (a)  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words 
“retained  in  or”  before  the  word  “transferred”. 

(9)  Section  212  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  212.  (a)  Members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  and 

members  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  shall  be 
in  an  active  status,  except  that  members  of  the  inactive  Army 
National  Guard  shall  be  in  an  inactive  status:  Provided, 
That  no  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  who  is 
required  to  serve  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may  be  transferred 
to  or  enlisted  in  the  inactive  Army  National  Guard. 

“(b)  Members  of  the  Standby  Reserve  shall  be  in  an 
inactive  status.  However,  for  the  purposes  of  title  III  of 
the  Arm}^  and  Air  Force  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equal¬ 
ization  Act  of  1948,  a  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who 
performs  active  duty  for  training  or  inactive  duty  training 
under  section  206  (b)  of  this  Act,  and  who  is  otherwise 
eligible,  is  entitled  to  the  award  of  retirement  point  credits 
and  credit  for  membership  in  a  reserve  component  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  that  Act.  A  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who 
applies  for  membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve  and  is  denied 
such  membership  because  of  lack  of  further  requirement  for 
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such  member’s  grade  and  qualifications  shall  become  eligible 
for  consideration  for  promotion  in  the  same  manner  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  provided  such  member  complies 
with  all  other  necessary  requirements  pursuant  to  law  or 
regulation  as  are  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary  for 
members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  qualify  for  consideration 
for  promotion. 

“(c)  Members  of  the  Retired  Reserve  shall  be  in  a 
retired  status.” 

(10)  Section  214  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  214.  Except  in  the  case  of  the  Army  National 

Guard  of  the  United  States  and  the  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States,  the  Reserve  Forces  shall  be  divided  into 
training  categories  according  to  the  types  and  degrees  of 
training  including  the  number  and  duration  of  drills  or  equiv¬ 
alent  duties  to  be  completed  in  stated  periods  of  time,  as  the 
appropriate  Secretary  prescribes.  The  designation  of  such 
training  categories  shall  be  the  same  for  each  Aimed  Force 
of  the  United  States.” 

(11)  By  amending  section  228  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  228.  To  become  an  enlisted  member  of  a  reserve 

component,  a  person  shall  be  enlisted  as  a  Reserve  of  an 
Armed  Force  of  the  United  States  and  subscribe  to  the  oath 
presciibed  by  section  8  of  the  Act  of  May  5,  1950,  as 
amended,  or  be  inducted  into,  or  transferred  to,  or  other- 
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wise  become  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  under  law: 
Provided,  That  no  person  shall  become  an  enlisted  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  hereunder,  unless  he 
first  becomes  a  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia.” 

(12)  By  inserting  the  following  before  the  period  at  the 
end  of  section  232 :  “,  or  transferred  to,  or  otherwise  acquire 
membership  in,  a  reserve  component  under  law:  Provided,, 
That  no  person  shall  become  a  member  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  hereunder,  unless  lie  first  becomes  a  member 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
appropriate  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Columbia.” 

(13)  By  amending  subsections  (a),  (b),  (c),  and 
(d)  of  section  233  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  233.  (a)  In  time  of  war,  or  of  national  emergency 
declared  by  Congress  after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory 
Act,  any  unit  of  the  Reserve  U orces  and  the  members  thereof, 
or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  serving  as  such,  may,  b}^  competent  authority,  and 
subject  to  a  determination  of  availability  b}r  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  in  the  case  of  members  of  the  Standby  Re- 
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serve,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  the  duration  of  the  war 
or  emergency  and  for  six  months  thereafter, 

“(b)  Members  of  the  reserve  components  in  a  retired 
status  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  in  time  of  war,  or  of 
national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  after  the  en¬ 
actment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  but  may  be  ordered  without 
their  consent  only  if  the  appropriate  Secretary  determines 
that  adequate  numbers  of  qualified  members  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  are  not  otherwise  readily  available. 

“(c)  In  time  of  national  emergency  proclaimed  by  the 
President  after  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  or 
when  otherwise  authorized  by  law,  any  unit  and  the  mem¬ 
bers  thereof,  or  any  member  not  assigned  to  a  unit  organized 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  such,  of  the  Ready  Reserve  may, 
by  competent  authority,  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  not 
more  than  twenty-four  consecutive  months:  Provided,  That 
Congress  shall  determine  the  number  of  members  of  the 
reserve  components  necessary  for  the  national  security  to 
be  ordered  to  active  duty,  pursuant  to  this  subsection  prior 
to  the  exercise  of  the  authority  contained  in  this  subsection. 

“(d)  In  order  to  maintain  the  required  level  of  profi¬ 
ciency  in  the  Reserve  Forces,  members  thereof  having  an 
obligation  to  serve  in  the  Read}7  Reserve  may  participate 
in  training  programs  involving  annually  a  specified  number 


22 


1  of  assemblies  for  drill,  or  other  equivalent  periods  of  train- 

2  ing,  instruction,  or  duty,  or  appropriate  duties  prescribed 

3  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  as  well  as  a  period  of  active 

4  duty  or  active  duty  for  training  of  not  to  exceed  seventeen 

5  days.  However,  whenever  it  is  determined  by  the  appro- 

6  priate  Secretary  that  the  degree  of  participation  pursuant 

7  to  the  foregoing  procedure  is  not  sufficient  to  maintain  the 

8  required  level  of  proficiency,  such  members  may  be  offered 

9  the  alternative  of  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training 
10  of  not  to  exceed  thirty  days  annually.  However,  any  such 
H  members  who  fail  through  refusal,  when  able  to  perform 

12  their  obligation  pursuant  to  the  above  alternatives,  may  by 

13  competent  authority  be  ordered  to  and  required  to  perform 

14  active  duty  or  active  duty  for-training,  without  their  consent, 

15  for  not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  annually.  However,  no 

16  member  of  the  Army  National  Guard  of  the  United  States 

17  or  of  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  may  be 

18  ordered  to  duty  under  this  subsection  without  the  consent  of 

19  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 

20  Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be. 

21  “(e)  Members  of  the  Reserve  Uorces  who  have  ful- 

22  filled  the  active  duty  obligation  imposed  upon  them  by  law 

23  and  who  thereafter  fail  to  attain  or  maintain  required  levels 

24  of  proficiency  because  of  their  failure  or  refusal  to  partici- 

25  pate  in  prescribed  Reserve  programs  shall,  in  addition  to 
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any  other  action  which  may  be  taken  by  the  appropriate 
Secretary,  and  upon  approval  by  that  Secretary,  not  accrue 
any  further  eligibility  to  benefits  under  title  III  of  the 
Army  and  Air  Force  Vitalization  and  Retirement  Equaliza¬ 
tion  Act  of  1948.  However,  if  such  a  member  thereafter 
and  during  his  period  of  obligated  service  attains  and  main¬ 
tains  required  levels  of  proficiency,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary,  he  shall  again  be  entitled  to  those 
benefits  and  to  accrue  further  eligibility  to  those  benefits. 

“  (f)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  including  a  Reserve 
in  retired  status  may,  by  competent  authority,  he  ordered 
to  active  duty  or  active  duty  for  training  at  any  time  with 
his  consent:  Provided,  however,  That  no  member  of  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  Air  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  so  ordered  without  the  consent 
of  the  Governor  or  other  appropriate  authority  of  the  State, 
Territory,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case 
may  be.” 

(14)  By  redesignating  subsections  (e),  (f ) ,  and  (g) 
of  section  233  as  (g),  (h) ,  and  (i) ,  respectively. 

Sec.  5.  The  National  Defense  Act,  as  amended  (39 
Stat.  166),  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

( 1 )  By  adding  the  words  “persons  who  are  transferred 
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thereto  pursuant  to  law  and”  after  the  words  “shall  con¬ 
sist  of”  in  section  58  thereof. 

(2)  Section  61  (39  Stat.  198)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  subsections : 

“(h)  In  addition  to  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  heretofore  authorized  by  this  Act,  the  States 
may,  as  provided  by  the  laws  of  such  State,  organize  and 
maintain  State  defense  forces  in  conformance  with  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  The  regulations 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  shall,  among  other  things,  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  maximum  composition  of  the  State  defense 
forces  within  each  State  and  shall  limit  the  organization  of 
such  forces,  during  periods  of  peace,  to  a  strength  as  deemed 
appropriate  for  organizing  and  planning'  and  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  the  rapid  expansion  of  such  State  defense  forces, 
if  and  when  any  part  of  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  in  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  or  during  periods  of  a  national  emer¬ 
gency  declared  by  the  Congress  or  proclaimed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  State  defense  forces  established  under  this  section  may 
not  be  called,  ordered,  or  in  any  manner  drafted,  as  such, 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  State  defense 
forces  may  be  used  within  their  respective  State  borders 
as  deemed  necessary  by  the  chief  executive  thereof.  A  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  State  defense  force  established  under  this  section 
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is  not  exempt  from  military  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  under  any  Federal  law  by  reason  of 
membership  therein,  and  further,  such  member  is  not  en¬ 
titled  to  pay,  allowances,  subsistence,  transportation,  or  med¬ 
ical  care  or  treatment  from  Federal  funds.  No  person  may 
become  a  member  of  the  organized  militia  established  under 
this  section  if  he  is  a  member  of  the  Reserve  Forces  as 
defined  in  section  101  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act 
of  1952. 

“  (c)  The  President  may  prescribe  for  the  issuance  of 
such  arms,  ammunition,  clothing,  and  other  items  of  military 
equipment  for  the  use  of  the  State  Defense  Forces  as  he 
deems  appropriate. 

“  (d)  The  National  Guard  Bureau  shall  be  charged  with 
administering  the  provisions  of  this  section  and  shall  be  the 
channel  of  communication  between  the  Department  of  the 
Army  and  the  several  States  pursuant  to  policies  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

“(e)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term  ‘State’  means 
any  State,  Commonwealth,  Territory,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  Canal  Zone,  or  Guam.” 

(3)  By  amending  section  70  (39  Stat.  201),  to  read 
as  follows: 

“  (a)  Each  person  enlisting  in  the  Army  National  Guard 
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or  the  Air  National  Guard  shall  sign  an  enlistment  contract 
and  subscribe  to  the  following  oath: 

“  ‘I  do  hereby  acknowledge  to  have  voluntarily  enlisted 

this _ day  of _ 19 _ ,  in  the 

_ National  Guard  (Ah*  National 

Guard)  of  the  State  of _ for  the  period  of 

_ year  ( s ) ,  under  the  conditions  prescribed  by  law, 

unless  sooner  discharged  by  proper  authority. 

“‘I, _ ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or 

affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 

States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of _ ;  that 

I  will  serve  them  honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever;  and  that  I  will  obey  the  orders  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the  Governor  of 

_ and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 

over  me,  according  to  law  and  regulations.’ 

“(b)  Each  person  who  is  transferred  to  the  Army 
National  Guard  or  the  Air  National  Guard  pursuant  to  law 
shall  thereafter  subscribe  to  the  following  oath: 

“  M, - ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or 

affirm)  that  I  will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United 

States  of  America  and  to  the  State  of _ ;  that 

I  will  serve  them  honestly  and  faithfully  against  all  their 
enemies  whomsoever;  that  I  will  obey  the  orders  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Governor  of 
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- and  the  orders  of  the  officers  appointed 

over  me,  according  to  law  and  regulations.’ 

“(c)  The  oath  prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  or  (b) 
may  be  taken  before  any  officer  of  the  Army  National  Guard 
or  the  Air  National  Guard,  as  appropriate,  authorized  by  the 
law  of  bis  State  or  Territory  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
in  the  case  of  members  of  its  Army  National  Guard  or  Air 
National  Guard,  or  before  any  other  person  authorized  by  the 
law  of  the  jurisdiction  concerned  to  administer  oaths  of  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Army  National  Guard  or  Air  National  Guard.” 

Sec.  6.  The  following  parts  of  Acts  are  repealed: 

(1)  Paragraph  (2)  of  subsection  4  (c)  of  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended  (64  Stat. 
605) .  However,  any  person  who  was  deferred  under  the 
last  proviso  thereof  shall  continue  to  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  until  such  time  as  be  is  ordered  to  active  duty,  ceases 
to  serve  satisfactorily  in  a  reserve  component,  or  would  other¬ 
wise  not  be  subject  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

(2)  Sections  210  and  211  of  the  Armed  Forces  Deserve 
Act  of  1952,  as  amended. 

(3)  Sections  102  (d)  and  202  (d)  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force  Authorization  Act  of  1949  (64  Stat.  322,  323). 

Sec.  7.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  cause  records  to 
be  maintained  in  the  three  military  departments,  as  far  as 
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1  practicable,  on  the  number  of  persons  participating  in  active 

2  duty  for  training  in  the  reserve  components  and  in  a  drill 

3  status  with  pay.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  report  in 

4  January  of  each  year  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  on 

5  the  progress  as  to  the  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces. 
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The  Education  and  Labor  Committee  ordered  reported  H.  R.  28L).0,  to  provide 
Federal  aid  to  the  States  for  the  demonstration  of  public  library  service  in 
rurai^  areas  without  such  service  or  with  inadequate  library  facilities 

D78h)\ 

l6*  RECLAMATlbF;  LATER  COMPACTS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered 
the  following  bills  reported:  K.  R.  1603,  to  terminate  the  prohibition  against 
employment  of  Mongolian  labor  in  the  construction  of  reclamation  projects;  H.R. 
5169,  to  authorize  the  construction  of  a  Federal  reclamation  project  to  furnish 
a  water  supply  for  the  lands  of  the  Arch  Hurley  Conservancy  District,  N.  Mex.; 
and  S.  2260,  amended,  granting  consent  to  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas  to  a  compact  on  the  Red  River  (p.  D785). 
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SENATE 


APPROPRIATIONS.  Passed  with  amendments 
tion  bill  for  1956  (no.  9888,  9 
9927)*  Agreed  to  the  committee  amendmen 
to  a  Thye  amendment  providing  an  ad< 
for  loans  to  loir-income  farmers,  as 
p25  million  for  farm  housing  loans, 
session  of  Congress  of  S.  2126,  thi 
for  salaries  and  expenses.  Farmer 
unamended  would  have  provided  v 
9913”5) •  Sen.  Thye  also  submi 


7278,  the  supplemental  appropri¬ 
ate  conferees  were  appointed  (p. 
(see  Digest  12b)  (p.  990d»)«  Agreed 
al  loan  authorization  of  015  million 
nded  by  a  Sparkman  amendment  providing 
ngent  upon  the  enactment  during  this 
bill,  and  providing  SI. 3  million 
Home  Administration  (the  Thye  amendment  if 
rmers*  Home  Administration)  (pp. 
to  restore  the  estimate  of 


:;380,000  for  ARS  research  but/withdrew  it  afte\  debate  (pp.  9913-lb) • 


18.  RESERVE  FORCES.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  7000,  to  provide  for 
strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces  (pp.  9885-8).  This  bill  will  now-  be  sent 
to  the  President. 


19.  CLAIMS.  Received  a  p/oposed  supplemental  appropriation  Estimate  to  pay  claims 
for  damages,  audited  claims,  and  judgments  rendered  against  the  U.  S.;  to 
Appropriations  Committee  (S.  Doc.  75)  (pp*  9868-9)* 


20.  PUBLIC  LANDS;  MINERALS •  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported 
with  amendments  H.  R.  100,  to  permit  the  mining  development,  and  utilization 
of  the  mine/al  resources  of  all  public  lands  withdrawn  or  reserve^  for  power 
development  (S.  Rept.  1150)  (p.  9871) • 

21.  BONDING /EMPLOYEES.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  H.  R.  b778,  to  provide\for  the 

purchase  of  bonds  to  cover  officers  and  employees  of  the  Government  (p\9873)* 
Housb  conferees  have  not  been  appointed.  The  bill  authorizes  the  heads 
departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government  to  purohase  bonds  for  officers  ''and 
iployees  out  of  appropriated  funds. 

22 ^RECLAMATION.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported  with-'1 

out  amendment  H.  R.  b663,  authorizing  the  Trinity  River  division.  Central  Valley- 
project,  Calif.;  and  H.  R.  3587*  to  authorize  a  water  compact  between  Oreg. 
and  Calif,  for  the  waters  of  the  Klamath  River  (p.  D781). 


-u- 
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IRRIGATION;  MINERALS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  record 
ed  With  amendment  S.  1818,  to  limit  the  amount  of  land  on  Federal  irrigation 
projects  which  may  be  exchanged  by  veteran  settlers  on  other  irrigation  proj¬ 
ects,  and  H.  R.  6373*  to  encourage  the  discovery,  develooment,  and  production 
of  certain  domestic  minerals  (p*  D78l). 

2I4,  LO1  .-INCOME  FARMERS.  Sens,  Goldwater,  Sparkman,  andAiken  discussed^ problems  of 
the  low-income  farmers  (pp;>  9892-9902),  Sens.  Aiken  and  Sparkman  expressed 
concern  over  the  elimination  of  funds  by  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee 
which  would  have  helped  improve  the  lot  of  the  lg-  million  low-income  farmers 


(op.  9893-U). 


\ 


/ 


25. 


ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.  Morse  inserted  various  resolutions,  favoring  the  proposed 
Hells  Canyon  and  John  Day  Dams  (pp,  9869-71)® 

Sen.  Neuberger  stated  that  “my  constituents  in  the  State  of  Oregon  are  th< 
victims  of  a  political  run-around  from  Secretary  McKay  and  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment"  regarding  the  proposed  development  of  the  Beaver  Marsh  project,  and 
inserted  correspondence  oh  this  subject  (pp.  987^”6). 


\ 


26,  CONGRESSIONAL  AUTHORITY.  Sen\  Knowland  inserted  an  analysis  of  the  power  of 
Congress  to  require  testimony,  papers,  and  documents  from  the  President  and 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  (pp.  9876-80). 


A 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


\ 
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POSTAL  SERVICE.  S.  263I4.,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  relating  to  the  transportation  of 
mail  by  highway  cost-office  service;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee 
(n.  9872).  /  \ 

S.  2636,  by  Sen.  Carlson,  to  restore  the  authority  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  adjust  postage  rates  for  air  parcel-post  service;  to  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  9872)® 


\ 


28,  PERSONNEL.  H.  R.  7597*  by  Rep„  Byrne,  Pa.,  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon  the 

Court  of  Claims  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon  certain  claims  of 
employees  of  the  United  States  Government  for  gratuity,  holiday,  or  overtime 
compensation  during  the  period  covered  by  ’  orld  Wat.  II;  to  Judiciary  Committet 
(p.  10017). 

E.  R.  7603,  by  Rep,  O’Hara,  Ill.,  H.  R.  7610,  bj\Rep.  Tumulty,  and  H.  R. 
7818,  by  Rep.  Murray,  Tenn.,  “to  amend  section  8  of  the.  Civil  Service  Retire¬ 
ment  Act  of  May  29,  1939*  ns  amended;'*  to  Post  Office  arid  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mittee  (p.  10017). 

H.  R.  7619 ?  by  Rep.  Murray,  Tenn.,  and  H.  R.  7620,  by'-Rep.  Rees,  Kans,, 
to  adjust  the  pates  of  compensation  of  the  heads  of  the  executive  departments 
and  of  certain  other  officials  of  the  Federal  Government;  to  Rost  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  (p»  10017). 


29.  RESEARCH;  FOOD®  H.  R.  7605,  by  Rep.  ^riest,  and  H.  R.  7606,  by  Rej\.  O’Hara, 
Minn.,  to  protect  the  public  health  by  amending  the  Federal  Food,  Dscug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  to  prohibit  the  use  in  food  of  new  food  additives  vrtiich\have 
not  been  adequately  tested  to  establish  their  safety;  to  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  Committee  (o.  10017). 

H.  R.  7607,  by  Rep.  Priest,  to  amend  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Co&metio 
Act  for  the  protection  of  the  public  health,  by  prohibiting  new  food  additives 
which  have  not  been  adequately  pretested  to  establish  their  safe  use  under 
/  conditions  of  their  intended  use;  to  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committ< 

'  (p.  10017). 


le 
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In  1947,  the  river  reached  a  crest  of  40.2 
feet,  flooding  portions  of  the  city  for  nearly 
2  -months. 

tn  1951,  the  flood  crest  was  40.16  feet, 
catling  many  millions  of  dollars  of  property 
damage. 

When  the  flood  stage  reaches  35  feet  there 
Is  ncit  only  extensive  destruction  of  build¬ 
ings,  ^transportation  facilities,  and  public 
utilities,  but  also  a  loss  of  industrial  pro¬ 
duction,  wages,  and  manufactured  goods. 

At  a  flood  stage  of  42  feet,  the  city’s  entire 
water  s\\pply  would  be  cut  off. 

A  47-joot  flood  would  cause  estimated 
damage  '.of  approximately  $186  million 
This  is  considerably  greater  than  the  total 
cost  of  the*  flood  control  project 

In  1953, \  the  Congress  recognized  these 
facts  and  authorized  a  study  of  the  entire 
situation.  \ 

On  April  28,  1954,  the  Board  of  Engineers 
for  Rivers  awfl  Harbors  approved  the  plan 
submitted  by  the  district  engineers. 

The  plan  has  also  been  approved  by  the 
Honorable  Phil.  M.  Donnelly,  Governor  of 
Missouri. 

On  May  26,  1955,  the  residents  of  St. 
Louis  voted  overWhelmingly  in  favor  of  a 
bond  proposal  which  included  $7,547,000 — 
the  local  funds  required  for  the  flood  pro 
tection  project.  \ 

On  June  15,  193*5,  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  approved  authorization  of  the  proj 
ect. 

The  approved  plan  includes  two  reaches, 
Nos.  3  and  4. 

Reach  No.  3  would  consist  of  20,207  feet  of 
earth  levees  and  20,261  feet  of  concrete  flood 
walls.  The  total  first  cost-  of  this  part  of 
the  project  would  be  $79,508,000. 

Reach  No.  4  would  consist  of  13,233  feet 
of  levees  and  12,604  feet  of  flood  walls. 
Total  cost  would  be  $51,479,000. 

When  completed  these  jkojects  will  not 
only  reduce  or  eliminate  flood  damages,  but 
also  will  make  possible  improved  sanitation 
and  health  conditions  in  areas  now  subject  to 
constant  flooding;  and  will  prptect  railroad 
facilities  and  industrial  development  in 
areas  now  unused  because  of  possible  flood¬ 
ing. 

The  plan  offered  by  the  Armjr  engineers 
will  provide  economic  benefits  fai  in  excess 
of  the  estimated  cost. 

In  view  of  its  importance  and  thj  benefits 
to  be  derived,  in  order  that  a  future  major 
flood  disaster  may  be  averted,  I  respectfully 
urge  that  this  committee  approve  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  the  St.  Louis  flood  projection 
project. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  .The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendments. 

i  The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
For  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  tim 
jind  passed. 


RESERVE  FORCES  ACT  OF  1955- 
CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  7000)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve 
Forces,  and  for  other  purposes.  I  ask; 
unanimous  consent  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  report. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  in  order  that  I  may 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  for  that  pur¬ 
pose. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  report  will  be  read  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  House  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  July  21,  1955,  pp.  9601-9694, 
Congressional  Record.) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  report. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  make  a  very  brief  statement  on 
the  conference  report.  The  report  deals 
with  the  strengthening  of  the  active  Re¬ 
serve  Forces  of  the  United  States,  both 
as  to  number  and  also  the  level  of  train¬ 
ing.  The  measure  is  a  very  important 
part  of  the  legislative  program  submitted 
to  Congress  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

I  may  say  at  the  outset  that  the  con¬ 
ference  report  was  signed  by  every  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  conference,  on  both  sides. 

One  of  the  principal  issues  involved  in 
the  conference  was  whether  Congress 
should  impose  upon  men  who  have 
served  in  the  Armed  Forces  the  obliga¬ 
tion  for  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve, 
with  the  requirement  that  they  par¬ 
ticipate  in  not  less  than  48  drill  periods 
each  year  and  go  to  camp  for  not  more 
than  17  days,  or  an  equivalent  program. 

With  respect  to  that  issue,  the  con¬ 
ferees  agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment 
in  part,  and  made  the  obligatory  provi¬ 
sions  for  Reserve  service  apply  to  those 
who  enter  the  Armed  Forces  after  the 
approval  of  the  act. 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  con¬ 
tained  a  provision  for  the  payment  of  a 
monetary  bonus  to  prior  servicemen  en¬ 
listing  in  the  Reserves  during  the  2-year 
period  before  the  effects  of  the  com¬ 
pulsory  features  would  become  apparent, 
in  order  to  induce  selected  prior  service¬ 
men  to  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve 
program. 

That  monetary  bonus  feature  was 
dropped  in  the  conference,  and  a  sub¬ 
stitute  was  added  in  the  nature  of  a  time 
bonus. 

This  substitute  permits  men  who  have 
performed  12  months  of  active  duty,  and 
who  are  therefore  fully  trained,  to  apply 
for  a  period  of  duty  with  the  Ready  Re¬ 
serve,  with  obligatory  participation  in 
drill  programs  and  annual  active  duty 
training  for  a  period  which,  when  added 
to  the  period  of  active  service,  shall  total 
4  years.  If  they  are  accepted,  they  are 
to  be  released  from  active  duty  with  the 
regular  establishment,  and  upon  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  prescribed  period  of  satis¬ 
factory  duty  in  the  Ready  Reserve  they 
are  eligible  for  transfer  to  the  Standby 
Reserve. 

They  thus  receive  a  reduction  from  the 
total  amount  of  Ready  Reserve  service 
normally  required  of  those  inducted  or 


enlisted  in  the  armed  services  under 
present  law. 

There  is  a  limitation  of  150,000  men 
each  year  who  can  be  accepted  during 
the  next  2  years  under  this  early-release 
program. 

Another  inducement  is  afforded  by  the 
conference  substitute  providing  that  any 
man,  after  the  enactment  of  the  act,  who 
concludes  his  tour  of  duty  with  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Establishment,  may  discharge  his 
Ready  Reserve  obligation  by  1  year  of 
service  in  the  participating  Ready  Re¬ 
serve.  This  provision  likewise  termi¬ 
nates  2  years  after  the  enactment  of  the 
act,  and  it  is  limited  to  200,000  applicants 
each  year. 

There  was  another  difference  between 
the  two  bills.  The  Senate  amendment 
retained  the  total  active-duty  plus  Re¬ 
serve-duty  obligation  of  8  years  now  in 
present  law.  Three  years  of  the  eight 
could  have  been  in  the  Standby  Reserve 
for  those  participating  in  active  pro¬ 
grams,  but  there  was  no  obligation  to 
participate  in  such  programs,  with 
weekly  drills  and  an  annual  tour  of  active 
duty  of  not  to  exceed  17  days. 

This  issue  was  settled  by  letting  the 
8 -year  provision  continue  to  apply  to  all 
those  who  entered  the  service  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  act,  but  to  reduce 
this  8 -year  obligation  to  6  years  for  those 
who  come  in  after  the  enactment  of  the 
act.  That  seemed  to  be  a  fair  decision, 
inasmuch  as  those  who  come  in  after 
the  enactment  of  the  act  have  a  respon¬ 
sibility  for  5  years  of  total  active  duty 
or  active  participation  in  Ready  Reserve 
training  programs. 

I  believe  that  covers  the  principal  issue 
involved  in  the  bill. 

I  move  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  speak  in  opposition  to  the  adoption 
of  the  conference  report.  I  realize  only 
too  well  that  the  Senate  passed  the  bill 
last  week  by  a  vote  of  83  to  1,  and  that 
I  was  the  only  Senator  who  voted  against 
it.  The  distinguished  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield]  was  paired 
against  the  bill. 

I  do  not  believe  that  the  conference 
report  is  any  better  than  the  original 
bill  which  was  passed  by  the  Senate. 
Naturally,  I  was  very  much  pleased  to 
note  that  on  yesterday  78  Members  of 
the  House  also  voted  against  the  confer¬ 
ence  report.  I  was  particularly  pleased 
to  learn  that  the  distinguished  Repre¬ 
sentative  from  North  Dakota,  Mr.  Usher 
Burdick,  who  has  been  in  Congress  for 
20  years,  and  is  pretty  well  informed  as 
to  what  takes  place  in  Washington,  also 
voted  against  the  bill. 

This  morning  the  Washington  Post, 
on  the  front  page,  under  the  heading 
Compulsory  Home  Guard,  analyzes  the 
bill,  and  confirms  many  of  the  things 
I  believe  wrong  with  the  bill. 

The  analysis  in  the  Washington  Post 
reads: 

HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THE  COMPROMISE 

Every  man  drafted  after  enactment  of  the 
measure  would  spend  2  years  on  active  duty 
and  3  years  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

A  ready  reservist  must  attend  each  year 
48  weekly  drills  and  a  17-day  field  training 
period,  or  30  days  of  field  training.  Failure 
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to  do  so  would  subject  him  to  recall  Into 
active  service  under  penalty  of  court  martial. 

All  of  us  will  agree  that  is  pretty 
drastic. 

The  conference  report  further  pro¬ 
vides,  reading  from  the  article  published 
in  the  Washington  Post: 

The  President  may  permit  up  to  250,000 
youths  to  join  the  Reserves  directly  if  they 
are  not  yet  lS'/2  years  of  age.  They  would 
be  draft-free  if  they  remained  in  the  Reserves 
until  they  are  28  or  complete  3  to  6  months 
of  active  training  and  8  years  of  Reserve 
duty. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  President,  it 
simply  means,  in  my  opinion,  that  a 
young  man  graduating  from  high  school 
or  college  will  be  unable  to  plan  his 
future  according  to  the  custom  in  the 
United  States. 

Reading  further  from  the  newspaper 
article : 

The  President  may  summon  1  million 
ready  Reservists  into  action  in  an  emergency 
without  prior  congressional  approval. 

Older  men  with  critical  skills  would  be 
allowed  to  enlist  in  the  Reserve,  take  6 
months  of  active  training,  and  then  be 
transferred  to  the  Standby  Reserve. 

The  bill  also  makes  provision  for  men  al¬ 
ready  in  the  military  service  who  want  to 
volunteer  for  Reserve  duty. 

Mr.  President,  after  having  voted  as  I 
did  on  the  bill  the  other  day,  I  am  par¬ 
ticularly  pleased  to  receive  a  telegram 
from  the  President  of  the  Farmers 
Union  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota, 
which  confirms  what  was  said  upon  the 
floor  with  reference  to  my  position.  As 
I  say,  Mr.  President,  I  received  this  tele¬ 
gram  after  I  voted  against  the  measure. 
The  telegram  is  as  follows : 

Dear  Senator  Langer:  The  North  Dakota 
Farmers  Union  is  unalterably  opposed  to  all 
of  the  compulsory  and  universal  features  of 
the  Compulsory  Military  Training  and  Com¬ 
pulsory  Reserve  Bill,  H.  R.  7000. 

The  provisions  of  this  bill  are  bad  for  the 
farm  families  in  North  Dakota — 

I  might  add,  it  is  just  as  bad  for  the 
farm  families  in  Montana.  I  believe 
that  is  one  reason  why  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mansfield] 
was  paired  against  the  bill — 
whose  livlihood  and  general  welfare  neces¬ 
sitate  the  successful  and  efficient  operation 
of  their  farms.  Forty-eight  drill  periods 
annually,  coupled  with  active  duty  train¬ 
ing  for  17  days  annually  would  seriously  in¬ 
terfere  with  farm  work  and  farm  responsi¬ 
bilities.  You  know  that  in  North  Dakota 
farm  operators  reside  on  farms  which  are  far 
beyond  the  bounds  of  reasonable  commuting 
distance  to  points  where  weekly  drill  periods 
would  be  held. 

That  also  applies  to  other  States  of 
the  Northwest,  Minnesota,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Montana,  Idaho,  and  in 
my  opinion,  to  many  more  of  the  States 
which  make  up  the  so-called  bread¬ 
basket  of  the  world. 

The  telegram  continues  as  follows: 

Food  and  fiber  are  the  most  powerful 
weapons  we  have  in  the  world  today  to  win 
the  battle  for  men’s  minds.  Crop  failure  in 
Russia  and  floods  in  China  multiply  the 
importance  of  our  own  food  reserves  in  a 
hungry  world.  The  bill  would  accomplish 
the  exact  reverse  of  what  we  need  most  to 
wage  peace. 

Our  Nation  needs  strong  Reserve  forces. 
But,  if  you  want  a  closely  knit  and  well- 


trained  force  composed  of  men  who  are 
civilians  for  all  but  a  few  hours  a  week, 
they’ve  got  to  be  men  who  want  to  do  what 
they  are  doing.  We  do  not  need,  and  we  do 
not  want,  a  compulsory  Reserve  force  in 
the  United  States. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  during 
the  entire  history  of  this  country,  even 
though  we  won  two  world  wars,  and 
the  war  in  Korea,  now,  when  we  are 
talking  about  peace  and  trying  to  tell 
the  Eastern  world  that  we  are  for  peace, 
we  have,  for  the  first  time,  this  situation. 

I  continue  reading  from  the  telegram : 

We  are  convinced  that  a  volunteer  Re¬ 
serve  and  National  Guard  with  adequate 
incentive  and  an  attractive  program  is  better 
than  compulsion  to  fulfill  national  security 
objectives. 

In  this  connection,  Mr.  President,  I 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  recommendations  made  by  the 
Farmers  Union  of  the  State  of  North 
Dakota: 

We  recommend: 

First,  strong  voluntary  Regular  armed 
forces  buttressed  when  necessary  by  Selec¬ 
tive  Service. 

Second,  more  support  and  attention  given 
to  our  present  Reserve  components,  through 
improved  training  facilities,  increased  pay 
for  volunteer  duty,  with  more  training  facil¬ 
ities  and  compensation  for  mechanical  and 
vocational  skills  necessary  in  modern  mech¬ 
anized  warfare. 

England  has  learned  from  vastly  more 
experience  than  we  have  had  in  civil  de¬ 
fense  that  military  personnel  are  inadequate 
for  civil  defense.  Civil  defense  personnel 
in  England  are  a  specially  trained  service. 
We  do  not  regard  the  provision  in  H.  R. 
7000  to  require  up  to  2,900,000  young  men 
to  undergo  Active  and  Reserve  obligations 
for  a  period  of  from  6  to  11  years,  to  be  ade¬ 
quate  either  for  military  or  civil  defense. 

We  are  opposed  to  the  vast  cost  of  the 
program  which  H.  R.  7000  would  establish 
as  a  waste  of  money.  We  believe  our  rec¬ 
ommendations  would  give  greater  security 
for  much  less  cost. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  it  will 
cost  this  Nation  $3  billion  a  year.  I  read 
further: 

We  are  opposed  now,  as  we  have  been  in 
the  past,  to  compulsory  peacetime  military 
training  and  particularly  opposed  to  com¬ 
pulsory  universal  military  training  in  time 
of  peace.  We  oppose  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  which  give  power  to  the  President  and 
to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  call  military 
reserves  into  service,  and  to  assign  volunteers 
to  military  service  without  action  by  Con¬ 
gress. 

It  is  my  opinion,  Mr.  President,  that 
when  the  Constitution  was  adopted  the 
warmaking  powers  were  left  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States;  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Congress  to  consider  carefully, 
such  a  measure  as  this.  When  I  analyzed 
the  bill  I  was  unalterably  opposed  to  it. 

The  telegram  continues: 

The  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  and  the  Marine 
Corps  all  depend  on  voluntary  enlistments 
and  do  not  ask  for  conscription.  Only  the 
Army  is  demanding  the  passage  of  H.  R. 
7000,  and  with  its  compulsory  peacetime 
features.  We  strongly  advocate  incentives 
for  voluntary  service  in  the  Army  similar 
to  the  incentives  in  the  other  three  services. 

As  H.  R.  7000  stands  now,  no  provision  is 
made  to  eliminate  discrimination  because  of 
race,  creed,  or  national  origin. 
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That  was  well  expressed  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman], 

Reading  further: 

We  urge  an  amendment  to  H.  R.  7000  pro¬ 
hibiting  discrimination  in  any  Reserve  or 
volunteer  organizations  created  by  the  bill. 

We  also  urge  you  to  consider  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  H.  R.  7000  which  would  require  an 
individual  to  have  completed  his  high  school 
education  or  have  reached  his  19th  birth¬ 
day  before  enlistment.  Such  a  provision 
would  guarantee  a  high  level  of  intelligence 
among  members  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Fur¬ 
ther,  this  would  guarantee  that  the  greatest 
number  of  enlistees  will  have  at  least  a 
basic  education  before  interruption  of  their 
education.  The  facts  are  that  a  high  per¬ 
centage  of  young  men,  whose  education  is 
interrupted  by  military  service,  will  never  re¬ 
turn  to  the  classroom. 

Sincerely  yours. 

North  Dakota  Farmers  Union, 
Glenn  J.  Talbott,  President. 

I  might  add  that  since  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  my  friend  and  colleague,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Neu- 
berger]  has  introduced  a  bill  which,  I 
think,  is  very  much  superior  to  the  con¬ 
ference  report.  It  is  a  bill  which  I  joined 
in  sponsoring,  because  I  believed  it  would 
be  more  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  I  compliment  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  for  having  intro¬ 
duced  it. 

I  am  not  certain  that  there  will  be  a 
yea  and  nay  vote  on  the  conference  re¬ 
port.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  may 
not  be  one,  I  wish  to  state  once  more 
that  I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  the 
enactment  of  this  measure  and  am  op¬ 
posed  to  the  adoption  of  the  conference 
report 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  not  detain  the  Senate  except  to 
say  that  I  commend  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  who 
has  devoted  so  much  care,  time,  and 
effort  to  working  out  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  Senate  and  the  House  on  this 
very  important  bill. 

I  agree  with  the  conference  report  and 
hope  that  it  may  be  adopted.  While, 
in  some  respects,  it  does  not  go  as  far 
as  we  should  like  to  have  it  go,  I  trust 
that  it  will  be  administratively  feasible 
and  will  be  of  great  assistance  in  build¬ 
ing  up  a  Ready  Reserve. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  for  his 
kind  commendation.  Without  his  con¬ 
stant,  unflagging  assistance,  it  would  not 
have  been  possible  to  have  secured  a  bill 
in  the  form  in  which  it  is  now  before 
the  Senate.  There  has  been  no  parti¬ 
sanship  in  the  approach  which  we  have 
made  to  the  preparation  of  the  bill  in 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  I  express  my  ap¬ 
preciation  to  the  able  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  the 
ranking  minority  member  [Mr.  Salton- 
stall],  and  to  all  the  other  members  of 
the  committee.  This  has  been  one  of 
the  most  difficult  problems  to  solve.  I 
think  an  excellent  job  has  been  done.  I 
believe  that  as  a  result  it  will  be  possible 
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to  establish  a  program  which  will  enable 
the  young  man  to  plan  his  future,  so  far 
as  his  training  and  schooling  are  con¬ 
cerned.  Those  factors  have  been  great 
weaknesses  in  our  program  thus  far. 

I  think  an  excellent  bill  has  been  pre¬ 
pared,  and  that  the  committee  is  to  be 
commended. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Alabama. 

Mr.  GORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GORE.  I  congratulate  the  able 
junior  Senator  from  George  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  and  his  committee  upon  the  con¬ 
gressional  leadership  which  they  have 
provided.  In  this  era,  when  so  much 
dependence  is  placed  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  executive,  it  is  heart¬ 
ening  to  see  a  display  of  statesmanship 
such  as  that  which  has  been  shown  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  and  his 
committee.  They  have  provided,  in  a 
legislative  matter,  with  respect  to  a  pol¬ 
icy  which  affects  all  the  American  peo¬ 
ple,  the  touch  of  representative  govern¬ 
ment,  that  particular  part  of  representa¬ 
tive  government  which  is  closest  to  the 
people.  I  congratulate  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  grateful  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Tennessee. 
Whether  the  committee  and  Congress 
have  met  their  responsibilities  in  this 
matter,  only  time  will  tell.  But  under 
the  Constitution,  the  responsibility  very 
definitely  is  that  of  Congress  to  maintain 
and  equip  armies;  it  is  not  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  wish  to  com¬ 
ment  briefly  on  the  conference  report. 
Such  disagreement  as  I  have  is  not  ex¬ 
clusively  with  the  conference  report, 
which  I  believe  probably  represents  a 
reasonable  compromise  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress,  but  is  a  general  dis¬ 
agreement  with  H.  R.  7000  itself. 

I  was  among  the  80  Senators  who 
voted  for  the  bill  when  it  originally 
passed  the  Senate  by  a  vote  of  80  to  1, 
the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Lancer]  being  the  only  one  to  have 
voted  in  the  negative.  Since  that  time 
I  have  had  an  opportunity  to  study  the 
393  pages  of  hearings  which  resulted 
from  the  very  exhaustive,  thorough,  and 
conscientious  study  which  was  made  by 
the  Senate  committee  under  the  chair¬ 
manship  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]. 

Probably  it  is  my  fault  that  I  did  not 
read  the  hearings  prior  to  the  vote  on 
the  bill.  However,  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
of  record  that  the  hearings  were  placed 
upon  our  desks  at  noon  of  the  day  when 
we  voted  upon  the  bill,  so  it  would  have 
been  a  superman  task,  if  not  an  impossi¬ 
ble  one,  to  have  studied  them  analytical¬ 
ly  during  the  afternoon  when  the  bill 
was  being  debated. 

Some  of  the  things  which  I  have  read 
in  the  hearings  have  led  me  to  believe 
that  the  establishment  of  a  compulsory 
Reserve  system  at  this  time  is  not  ad¬ 
visable.  To  begin  with,  I  cannot  see  the 


justification  for  establishing  a  compul¬ 
sory  Reserve  system  of  this  sort — or  of 
any  sort,  let  me  add — when  the  Regular 
Army  is  being  reduced  in  size  by  25  per¬ 
cent.  When  the  hearings  on  the  bill 
opened,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  pointed  out  that  the 
compulsion  in  our  Reserve  system  was 
necessary  only  to  meet  the  demands  of 
the  Army.  He  indicated  that  compul¬ 
sion  was  not  necessary  in  order  to  meet 
the  demands  of  the  Marine  Corps,  the 
Navy,  or  the  Air  Force.  If  compulsion 
is  necessary  to  meet  the  Reserve  de¬ 
mands  of  the  Army,  I  cannot  understand 
the  wisdom  of  the  Pentagon  in  reducing 
the  size  of  the  Army  by  25  percent. 

Furthermore,  the  press  has  recently 
carried  a  statement  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  it  is  perhaps  possible  he 
and  his  associates  will  not  use  all  the 
funds  which  were  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Marine  Corps  by  a  very  close  yea- 
and-nay  vote  of  the  Senate  some  weeks 
ago  on  the  amendment  sponsored  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Sym¬ 
ington],  I  supported  that  amendment. 

Moreover,  I  think  that,  to  some  extent, 
certainly,  a  moral  issue  is  involved.  Be¬ 
fore  1  discuss  that  issue,  I  should  like  to 
amplify  one  statement  which  has  been 
made  by  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Langer]  .  In  his  very  cogent 
and  able  remarks  in  opposition  to  the 
conference  report,  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  pointed  out  that  I  had 
recently  risen  in  the  Senate  to  say  that 
I  thought  I  had  made  a  mistake  in  voting 
for  the  bill  and  had  changed  my  position. 
I  should  like  to  say  also  that  the  record 
is  clear  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  McNamara],  who  is  now 
occupying  the  Chair,  also  made  some  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Senate  along  the  same  line. 
I  wish  to  have  the  Record  show  this,  as 
we  are  considering  the  conference  report. 

I  think  a  moral  issue  is  at  stake  in  the 
consideration  of  compulsory  Reserve 
legislation.  During  the  lifetime  of  many 
of  the  young  men  who  will  be  called  upon 
to  serve  in  the  compulsory  Reserve,  we 
have  heard  fine  speeches  about  drafting 
money  as  well  as  men  in  the  next  war 
or  the  next  military  emergency.  To¬ 
day  the  United  States  is  spending  billions 
of  dollars  for  defense.  So  far  as  the 
economy  or  the  impact  upon  our  fiscal 
system  is  concerned,  it  makes  no  differ¬ 
ence  whether  a  tank  is  used  for  war  or 
defense.  In  a  period  in  which  there  is 
no  active  war,  the  impact  on  profits  is 
the  same.  At  present,  virtually  all  the 
well  known  and  strict  limitations  have 
been  removed  from  armament  profits. 

I  cited  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  re¬ 
cently  a  few  of  the  things  which  have 
happened,  and  I  wish  to  repeat  some  of 
them  at  this  time  for  the  Record. 

With  respect  to  the  profits  of  the  com¬ 
panies  which  are  engaged  in  producing 
the  weapons  which  the  boys  who  will 
enter  the  compulsory  Reserve  will  han¬ 
dle,  in  1945,  at  the  end  of  World  War  II, 
the  average  value  of  the  8  leading  air¬ 
craft  stocks  had  risen  about  30  percent 
over  their  prewar  level.  The  excess- 
profits  tax  expired  on  December  31,  1953. 
The  average  value  of  those  8  stocks  for 
1954  was  371.8  percent  of  prewar  value. 
Last  February,  when  the  danger  of  war 


in  the  Pacific  seemed  high,  the  average 
value  reached  617.8  percent  of  prewar 
value. 

Among  the  greatest  suppliers  of  the 
Government  in  connection  with  defense 
expenditures  is  General  Electric,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  whose  stock  has  risen  from  a 
value  of  $37-$50  in  1945  to  a  high  equiva¬ 
lent  to  $144  in  1954 — after  the  excess- 
profits  tax  expired.  I  could  continue 
to  cite  many  other  instances. 

Certainly  at  this  time  we  do  not  have  a 
situation  when  there  is  equality  of  sacri¬ 
fice,  a  theme  about  which  we  have  talked 
in  the  United  States  for  many  years. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  may  re¬ 
member  that  I  offered  an  amendment 
providing  for  the  drafting  of  profits  or 
the  drafting  of  money,  and  stated  that  if 
our  boys  were  to  be  drafted,  then  money 
should  be  drafted.  The  amendment  was 
rejected  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  refers  to  the 
amendment  which  he  submitted  on  the 
evening  the  Senate  voted  on  the  Reserve 
bill,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  LANGER.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  I  believe  the 
amendment  was  ruled  out  on  a  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  LANGER.  No.  The  Senate  voted 
on  the  amendment.  An  attempt  was 
made  to  rule  out  the  amendment,  but 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bark¬ 
ley]  stated  it  was  proper  to  vote  on  it, 
and  the  Senate  accepted  his  view.  We 
tried  to  get  the  yeas  and  nays  ordered 
on  the  amendment,  but  could  not,  and 
the  amendment  was  defeated  by  voice 
vote.  I  remember  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Oregon  was  one  who  voted 
for  it. 

Mr.  NEUBERGER.  Yes.  I  believe  I 
took  the  opportunity  to  say  that  if  I 
had  had  a  chance  to  record  my  vote  it 
would  have  been  in  favor  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  President,  equality  of  sacrifice  be¬ 
tween  the  boys  in  the  service,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  manufacturers  of 
armaments,  aircraft,  and  other  weapons, 
on  the  other  hand,  does  not  exist  in  the 
United  States  Senate  today.  Every  time 
one  looks  at  the  financial  pages  of  the 
New  York  Times,  the  Wall  Street  Jour¬ 
nal,  or  other  important  papers,  he  will 
find  that  the  profits  of  companies  sell¬ 
ing  to  the  Armed  Forces  petroleum,  air¬ 
craft,  tanks,  electronic  equipment,  or 
anything  else  are  soaring  to  new  heights. 
Yet  at  the  very  time  that  is  occurring 
we  are  whittling  down  and  curtailing 
the  benefits  which  were  formerly  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  boys  in  service. 

I  think  it  is  quite  significant  that  in 
January  of  this  year  the  administra¬ 
tion  let  expire  the  schooling  privileges 
provided  in  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  which 
was  the  heart  of  the  law  and  the  fea¬ 
ture  that  meant  most  to  the  boys  in  the 
Armed  Forces.  If  there  was  one  par¬ 
ticular  feature  in  the  GI  bill  of  rights 
which  was  held  up  by  veterans’  organ¬ 
izations  and  the  men  in  service,  it  was 
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the  one  which  provided  that  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  give  financial  assistance 
to  boys  who  had  been  in  the  service  to 
enable  them  to  go  to  college  or  complete 
their  education  after  leaving  the  service. 
Yet  the  administration — and  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  its  share  of  the  responsi¬ 
bility-let  die  the  schooling  privileges 
of  the  GI  bill  of  rights  at  a  time  when 
for  the  first  time  we  were  providing  for 
compulsory  Reserves. 

While  it  is  not  so  important  as  the 
schooling  privileges  were,  I  notice  the 
free  mailing  privilege  for  our  servicemen 
in  Korea  has  just  been  eliminated.  In 
other  words,  all  the  former  sensitivities 
which  went  some  little  way  toward 
equalizing  the  sacrifice — such  as  the 
ability  of  men  in  service  to  go  to  col¬ 
lege,  the  ability  of  a  soldier  to  sign  a 
letter  and  drop  it  in  the  mail  without 
a  postage  stamp — have  been  abrogated. 

I  have  a  bill  on  my  desk,  which  I  intend 
to  introduce,  which  will  restore  the  free 
mailing  privilege  for  soldiers  serving- 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States.  I  think  that  would  be 
a  little  token.  That  is  the  least  we  can 
do. 

I  realize,  along  with  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota,  that  we  will 
probably  not  have  a  rollcall  vote  on  the 
conference  report,  but  I  want  to  be  re¬ 
corded  as  voting  in  the  negative  on  the 
conference  report.  I  feel  that  at  a  time 
w-hen  the  Regular  Forces  of  the  United 
States  have  been  arbitrarily  reduced  by 
the  Pentagon — whether  as  a  strategic 
measure  or  as  an  economy  measure,  I  do 
not  know — it  does  not  seem  justifiable  to 
establish  a  compulsory  Reserve.  Nor  do 
I  believe  we  should  establish  a  compul¬ 
sory  Reserve  system  at  a  time  when  not 
only  has  the  excess  profits  tax  law  been 
allowed  to  expire,  but  when  in  the  tax 
bill  of  1954  vast  concessions  and  great 
benefits  have  been  conferred  on  the  large 
corporations  of  the  country  which  are 
producing  vast  numbers  of  weapons  that 
the  boys  in  the  Armed  Forces  will  be 
called  upon  to  use. 

Equality  of  sacrifice  is  the  cornerstone 
of  a  great  democracy.  I  do  not  believe 
that  equality  of  sacrifice  exists  today, 
when  we  are  about  to  vote  on  the  con¬ 
ference  report  for  a  compulsory  Reserve. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 


July  26 


SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1956 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  PreshJent,  I 
ask  the  Chair  to  lay  before  th/Senate 
the  unfinished  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senajsfe  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business,  which  is  If  R.  7278. 

The  Senate  resumed  tjj'e  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  7278V  making  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation?  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1956;  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  MANSFI^zi).  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous'  consent  that  my  col¬ 
league,  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Scott],  may  be 
permitted  tp'  have  printed  in  the  Record 


a  statement  which  he  has  prepared  on 
the  supplemental  appropriation  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Scott 

The  National  Wildlife  Refuges  together 
constitute  an  institution  of  great  interest  to 
many  millions  of  Americans.  The  intrinsic 
value  of  these  reserved  wildlife  lands  must 
be  very  great.  They  help  sustain  the  recre¬ 
ation  of  hunting  for  which  more  than  14 
million  Americans  bought  licenses  last  year. 
Our  foremost  wildlife  experts  agree  that 
without  this  system  of  refuges,  the  wild 
ducks  and  geese  of  America  would  soon 
dwindle  to  remnant  flocks  of  rare  species. 

These  areas  also  have  helped  save  the  elk, 
the  antelope,  the  bison,  the  big-horned  sheep 
and  other  species  from  extinction.  The  little 
band  of  whooping  crane— only  23  were  left 
alive  in  the  world  last  springs,  counting  two 
led  birds  in  a  New  Orleans  zoo — would 
ig  ago  have  passed  into  the  limbo  of  ex¬ 
tinct  wildlife  had  it  not  been  for  the  Ar¬ 
kansas  Wildlife  Refuge  in  Texas,  which  gives 
the  gr&at  white  birds  winter  sanctuary. 

The  wildlife  refuges  have  other  social  val¬ 
ues.  Mahy  millions  use  them  for  fishing, 
for  camping,  for  nature  study  and  other 
forms  of  outdoor  recreation. 

The  Wichita  Mountains  refuge,  spectac¬ 
ular  piece  of  native  America  as  it  is  fnd 
located  among  the  thriving  cities  of  T^xas 
and  Oklahoma,  is^pne  of  the  best  \y(  this 
respect.  Nearly  a  million  persons  used  this 
area  for  recreation  la^t  year.  Dupfng  1955 

the  visitation  is  expected  to  e, — : 1 - 

million. 

I  am  opposed  to  transfeTf ine/l0,700  acres 
of  this  valuable  wildlife  ar£a/for  what  ap¬ 
pears  now  to  be  more  of  si  whim  of  the 
Army  than  a  demonstrated  defense  need. 
I  make  this  statement  advisediyw 

I  say  the  Army  has  no/ demonstrated  that 
the  proposed  land  acquisition  is  necessary 
because  for  years  it  h#s  been  using  alKtypes 
of  artillery  at  Fort  fill  for  which  it  says  it 
now  needs  the  additional  area.  It  has  iyot 
demonstrated  thyneed  because  the  Depart-: 
ment  of  the  Int/ior  has  offered  an  alterna¬ 
tive  plan,  one/which  would  permit  use  of 
refuge  lands/ for  gun  emplacements,  for 
maneuvers, /nd  for  other  operations  as  re¬ 
quired  by/the  artillery  school. 

If  a  reiyronable  arrangement  can  be  worked 
out  for  Army  use  of  the  refuge  lands  in  a 
manner  that  will  not  destroy  the  value  of 
these/flands  for  conservation  and  recreation. 
Then.  I  say  the  Army  does  not  need  to  own 
the  lands  outright.  If  the  commanding  offi- 
srs  at  Fort  Sill  feel  they  need  new  places 
:o  go  hunting  and  fishing,  let  them  find 
those  places  like  other  citizens,  and  buy  the 
required  hunting  and  fishing  licenses  like 
any  other  sportsmen. 

I  say  it  appears  to  be  a  whim  of  the  Army 
because  in  presenting  their  case  for  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  refuge  lands,  they  have  told  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Congress  that  the  lands  in 
question  are  inaccesible,  closed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  of  little  value  for  wildlife.  These 
statements  are  in  error  and  are  misrepresen¬ 
tations  of  fact. 

Let’s  tell  the  Army  to  try  out  the  proposal 
made  by  the  Department  of  Interior.  Let’s 
tell  them  to  try  it  out  honestly,  in  good  faith, 
and  see  if  they  can’t  preserve  the  wildlife 
refuge  while  they  continue  to  train  the  best 
artillerymen  in  the  world. 


work  out  a  settlement  of  the  situation 
the  Formosan  Straits.  As  the  se: 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Georg^I  so 
significantly  pointed  out  last  S 
the  Formosan  Straits  area  still  is  /  point 
of  great  danger.  The  policy  of  pdir  Gov¬ 
ernment  seems  to  be  one  of  accepting  a 
so-called  de  facto  cease-fire  in  the 
Formosan  Straits.  The  Ignited  States 
cannot  afford  a  policy  of  drift  and  drag 
in  this  area  because  of  if£  explosive  po 
tentialities. 

For  some  time  now/it  has  been  indi 
cated  that  a  numbe^  of  Asians,  such  as 
Nehru  and  Krishpfa  Menon,  of  India, 
and  U  Nu,  of  Burjna,  have  tried  to  work 
out  ways  and  ingans  of  bringing  about  a 
settlement  of  fne  situation  in  the  For¬ 
mosan  Strait#:  Yesterday,  according  to 
press  report/,  India  and  Burma  arranged 
for  meetings  in  backstage  discussions 
with  Red,.  China  and  the  United  States — 
for  amMssadorial  negotiations — to  begin 
in  Geneva  on  August  1  between  U.  Alexis 
Johrvson,  United  States  Ambassador  to 
oslovakia,  and  a  Chinese  official  of 
comparable  rank.  While  this  does  not 
dicate  de  jure  recognition  of  Com- 
unist  China  by  this  country,  it  is  a  step 
forward  in  de  facto  recognition,  even 
though  it  is  expressly  stated  that  no  rec¬ 
ognition  is  implied  in  these  meetings  and 
recognition  will  not  be  discussed. 

In  another  area  in  the  Far  East  we 
find  that  the  United  States  is  reported 
to  have  agreed  with  France  and  Great 
Britain  to  bring  pressure  on  Premier 
Ngo  Dinh  Diem  of  Free  Vietnam  to 
meet  with  the  Communist  Viet  Minh  to 
arrange,  in  accordance  with  the  Geneva 
Agreement  of  a  year  ago — that  is,  the 
Geneva  agreement  of  1954 — for  next 
July’s  elections  in  all  of  Vietnam.  This, 
too,  was  supposedly  arranged  in  side 
talks  at  the  Geneva  Conference.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  recognizes  Premier  Diem’s 
position  in  relation  to  the  repeated  vio¬ 
lations  of  the  Geneva  agreements  by  the 
Viet  Minh  in  refusing  to  allow  refugees 
to  go  south,  in  refusing  to  release  French 
ana.Vietnamese  prisoners  of  war,  and 
in  aiding  and  abetting  the  Pathet  Lao 
in  the  Laotian  provinces  of  Sam  Neua 
and  Phohg  Saly,  and  the  fact  that  South 
Vietnam  was  not  a  signatory  to  the 
Geneva  Agreements  of  1954. 

These  reports  indicate  that  at  the 
Geneva  Conference  of  1955  Asian  mat¬ 
ters  were  the  subject  of  some  considera¬ 
tion,  at  least  iii\  informal  meetings. 
They  emphasize  the,  need  to  keep  our 
sights  on  the  second  df^the  two  principal 
areas  of  decision  in  this,  world,  namely. 


remarks  in 
st  year,  I 


flowing 


JAPAN:  ECONOMIC  REALITIES  AND 
PEACE 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  President,  in 
recent  weeks  attempts  have  been  made  to 


Japan. 

The  first  is  Germany 
the  Senate  on  August  14, 
noted  that — 

The  tide  of  international  affairs 
on  in  the  aftermath  of  Geneva  to 
elsewhere  on  the  globe  to  areas  wlfic  in 
the  next  months  may  become  keys  of  i  eci- 
sion  in  the  struggle  to  turn  back  the  d 
of  totalitarian  communism.  These  areas  a: 
Germany  and  Japan. 

On  several  occasions  since  last  August, 
I  have  returned  to  this  subject  in  dis¬ 
cussions  in  the  Senate.  By  so  doing,  I 
have  sought  to  clarify  my  own  under¬ 
standing  of  developments  in  Germany 
and  Japan.  I  have  also  hoped  to  keep 


Public  Law  305  -  84th  Congress 
Chapter  665  -  1st  Session 
H.  R.  7000 

AN  ACT 


All  69  Stat.  598. 


To  provide  for  strengthening  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and  for  other  purposes. 


lie  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
I'nited  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  this  Act  may  Reserve  Forces 
be  cited  as  the  “Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955”.  Aot  of  1955* 


AMENDMENTS  TO  T1IE  ARMED  FORCES  RESERVE  ACT  OF  19r>2 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  205  (b)  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952  (50  U.  S.  C.  925  (b) )  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “one  66  stat.  483. 
million  live  hundred  thousand”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“two  million  nine  hundred  thousand.  Until  July  1,  1957,  this  total 
shall  not  include  any  person  who  has  a  reserve  obligation  on  the  date 
V»f  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  whenever  such  person 
is  not  participating  satisfactorily  in  an  accredited  training  program 
in  the  Ready  Reserve,  as  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary”. 

(b)  Section  208  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  redesignating  sub-  50  use  928. 
sections  (f),  (g),  (h),and  (i)  thereof  as  subsections  (g),  (h),  (i),  and 

(j),  respectively,  and  (2)  inserting,  immediately  after  subsection  (e) 
thereof,  the  following  new  subsection  : 

“(f)  Except  as  specifically  provided  by  regulations  prescribed  by  Ready  Reserve 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re-  ™em^ers* 
spect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  (1)  each  person  inducted,  r’ainins  u  y • 
enlisted,  or  appointed  in  any  armed  force  of  the  United  States  or  any 
component  thereof  under  any  provision  of  law  after  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  who  becomes  a  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  by  reason  of  any  provision  of  law  other  than  section 
208  (c)  of  this  Act,  and  (2)  each  person  who  after  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  becomes  a  member  of  the 
Ready  Reserve  under  section  263  of  this  Act,  shall  be  required,  while 
a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  to  (A)  participate  in  not  less  than 
forty-eight  scheduled  drills  or  training  periods,  and  to  perform  not 
more  than  seventeen  days  of  active  duty  for  training,  during  each 
year,  or  (B)  perform  annually  not  more  than  thirty  days  of  active 
duty  for  training.  Any  such  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  (except 
nny  member  enlisted  therein  under  section  6  (c)  (2)  (C)  of  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act)  who  in  any  year  fails  Post,  p.  603. 
to  perform  such  training  duty  satisfactorily,  as  determined  by  the 
appropriate  Secretary  pursuant  to  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  may  be  ordered,  without  his  consent,  to  perform 
additional  active  duty  for  training  for  not  more  than  forty-five  days. 

If  such  failure  occurs  during  the  final  year  of  any  period  of  obligatory 
membership  in  the  Ready  Reserve,  such  membership  shall  be  extended 
for  such  time,  not  exceeding  six  months,  as  may  be  required  for  the 
performance  by  such  member  of  such  additional  active  duty  for 
training.” 

(c)  Section  208  (g)  of  such  Act,  as  amended  by  the  preceding  sub¬ 
section  of  this  Act,  is  amended  by — 

(1)  redesignating  paragraphs  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  thereof  as 
paragraphs  (3),  (4),  and  (5),  respectively ;  and 

(2)  inserting,  immediately  after  paragraph  (1)  thereof,  the 
following  new  paragraph : 

“(2)  if  he  (A)  has  served  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  for  not  less  than  twelve  months,  and  has 
served  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  a  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve 
pursuant  to  a  transfer  made  under  section  263  (a)  of  this  Act  for  Post»  P»  6°2. 
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a  period  which,  when  added  to  the  period  of  his  active  duty,  totals 
four  years,  or  (B)  has  satisfactorily  completed  an  enlistment 
under  section  263  (b)  of  this  Act;”. 

(d)  Section  208  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  928)  is  further  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsections : 

Screening  of  “(k)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  each  Armed 
units  and  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  provide  a  system  of  continuous  screen- 
members.  ing  of  units  and  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  to  insure  that — 

“(1)  no  significant  attrition  will  occur  to  those  members  or 
units  during  a  mobilization; 

“(2)  there  will  be  a  proper  balance  of  military  skills; 

“(3)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  possessing  critical  civilian 
skills  will  not  be  retained  in  numbers  beyond  the  requirements 
for  those  skills  except  for  persons  who  have  military  skills  for 
which  there  is  an  overriding  requirement; 

“(4)  with  due  respect  to  national  security  and  military  require¬ 
ments,  recognition  is  given  to  participation  in  combat ;  and  ^ 
“(5)  members  of  the  Reserve  Forces  whose  mobilization  in  aifl 
emergency  would  result  in  extreme  personal  or  community  hard-'*® 
ship  are  not  retained  in  the  Ready  Reserve. 

Transfer  from  “(1)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or 
standby  Re-  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Ready(jUard) ,  any  member  of  the  Standby  Reserve  who  has  not  completed 
his  obligated  period  of  military  service  in  the  Ready  Reserve  may 
be  transferred  to  the  Ready  Reserve  whenever  the  reason  for  his  trans¬ 
fer  to  the  Standby  Reserve  no  longer  exists.” 

(e)  Section  233  (a)  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961  (a))  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  sentence :  “No  member 
of  the  Standby  Reserve  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  under  this  sub¬ 
section  until  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  has  determined  that 
such  member  is  available  for  active  duty.” 

(f)  The  proviso  contained  in  section  233  (b)  (1)  of  such  Act 
(50  U.  S.  C.  961  (b)  (1))  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “ Provided , 
That  not  more  than  one  million  members  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of 
all  reserve  components  may  be  required  to  perform  active  duty  invol¬ 
untarily  at  any  time  unless  the  Congress  shall  have  authorized  the 
exercise  of  the  authority  contained  in  this  subsection  with  respect  to 


Reserve. 


Selective 

reoall. 


a  larger  number”. 


Ministers  of 
religion. 


50  USC  1001- 
1010. 
Records. 


Report  of 
Secretary  of 
Defense. 


(g)  Section  233  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.  961)  is  further  amended^ 

by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  subsection :  ^ 

“(h)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  pre¬ 
scribe  any  person  who.  while  a  member  of  a  reserve  component, 
becomes  a  regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  religion  shall  be 
entitled  upon  his  request  to  a  discharge  from  the  reserve  component 
of  which  he  is  a  member.  No  member  of  any  reserve  component  shall 
be  required  to  serve  on  active  duty,  or  to  participate  in  active  training 
and  service,  active  duty  for  training,  or  inactive  duty  training,  while 
preparing  for  the  ministry  in  a  recognized  theological  or  divinity 
school.” 

(h)  Chapter  7  of  part  II  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting, 
immediately  after  section  259  thereof,  the  following  new  section: 

“Sec.  260.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
shall  prescribe,  each  military  department  of  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  and  maintained- an  accurate  record 
of  the  number  of  members  of  each  class  of  each  reserve  component  who 
during  each  fiscal  year  have  satisfactorily  participated  in  (1)  active 
duty  for  training,  and  (2)  inactive  duty  training  with  pay. 

“(b)  In  January  of  each  year  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  trans¬ 
mit  to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress  a  report  which  shall  contain 
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an  account  of  the  status  of  training  of  each  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  the  progress  made  in  the  strengthening  of  the  re¬ 
serve  components,  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year.” 

(i)  Part  II  of  such  Act,  as  amended  By  preceding  subsections  of  this 
section,  is  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
chapter : 

“Chapter  8 — Special  Enlistment  Programs 


i 


> 


“Sec.  261.  (a)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  appropriate  Secretary 
shall  prescribe,  any  person  who  is  qualified  for  enlistment  for  active 
duty  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  Air  Force,  or  Coast  Guard, 
and  who  has  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces  under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  may  62  stat.  604; 
be  enlisted  in  the  Army  Reserve.  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  65  stat*  75« 

Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  respectively,  pursuant50  usc  app*  451, 
to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

“(b)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a  period  of  six  Enlistment 
years.  Each  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  such  enlist- period> 
ment  to  perform —  service. 

“  ( 1)  active  duty  for  a  period  of  two  years ; 

“  (2)  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  the  Ready  Reserve  for 
a  period  which,  when  added  to  service  rendered  under  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection,  will  total  five  years;  and 
“(3)  the  remainder  of  such  period  of  enlistment  as  a  member 
of  the  Standby  Reserve. 

“Sec.  262.  (a)  Until  August  1,  1959,  whenever  the  President  deter- Acceptance  of 
mines  that  the  enlisted  strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  enlistments* 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or 
Coast  Guard  Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  author¬ 
ize  the  acceptance  of  enlistments  in  units  of  such  Ready  Reserve  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  under  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be 
accepted  only  within  quotas  (which  quotas  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of 
250,000  persons  annually)  prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  No  enlistment  shall  be 
accepted  under  this  section  in  the  Ready  Reserve  of  any  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  if  such  enlistment  would  cause  the  strength  of  such  Ready 
Reserve  to  exceed  the  authorized  strength  of  such  Ready  Reserve. 

“(b)  Enlistments  under  this  section  may  be  accepted  from  persons 
who — 


“(1)  are  physically  and  mentally  qualified  for  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces; 

“(2)  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act ;  and 

“(3)  have  not  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months. 

In  addition,  the  President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he 
may  prescribe,  may  authorize  the  enlistment  under  this  section,  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3),  of  persons 
who  fulfill  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (1)  and  who  have  critical 
skills  and  are  engaged  in  civilian  occupations  in  any  critical  defense¬ 
supporting  industry  or  in  any  research  activity  affecting  national 
defense. 

“(c)  Each  enlistment  under  this  section  shall  be  for  a  period  of  Enlistment 
eight  years.  Each  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  required  during  suchperiod> 
enlistment  (1)  to  perform  an  initial  period  of  active  duty  for  trainingservioe* 
of  not  less  than  three  months  or  more  than  six  months,  and  (2)  there¬ 
after  to  perform  satisfactorily  all  training  duty  prescribed  by  section 
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208  (f )  of  this  Act,  except  that  (A)  performance  of  such  initial  period 
of  active  duty  for  training  by  any  person  enlisted  under  this  section 
while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  in  a  high  school 
shall  be  deferred  until  such  person  ceases  to  pursue  such  course  satis¬ 
factorily,  graduates  from  such  course,  or  attains  the  age  of  twenty 
years,  whichever  first  occurs,  and  (B)  persons  specially  enlisted 
because  of  their  possession  of  critical  skills  may  be  relieved  of  any 
obligation  to  perform  the  training  duty  prescribed  by  section  208  (f). 
Each  such  person  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under 
the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  so  long 
as  he  continues  to  serve  satisfactorily,  as  determined  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  appropriate  Secretary,  and  upon  the  completion 
of  eight  years  of  such  satisfactory  service  pursuant  to  such  enlistment 
shall  be  exempt  from  further  liability  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  such  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
subsection. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  any  person  per-V^ 
forming  the  period  of  active  duty  for  training  required  by  clause  (1) 
of  subsection  (c)  of  this  section  shall — - 

“  (1)  during  such  period,  and  during  any  period  of  hospitaliza¬ 
tion  incident  to  the  performance  of  such  duty,  receive  pay  at  the 
rate  of  $50  per  month ; 

“(2)  be  deemed  to  be  serving  in  pay  grade  E-l  (under  four 
months)  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  eligibility  to  receive 
allowances  for  subsistence  or  for  travel  and  transportation,  or  to 
receive  any  benefit  under  title  IV  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended ;  and 

“(3)  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  called 
or  ordered  into  active  service  for  extended  service  in  excess  of 
thirty  days  for  the  purpose  of  determining  eligibility  for  any 
benefit  made  available  to  members  of  reserve  components  by  the 
Act  entitled  ‘An  Act  to  provide  for  members  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  suffer  disability  or  death  from 
injuries  incurred  while  engaged  in  active  duty  training  for 
periods  of  less  than  thirty  days  or  while  engaged  in  active  duty 
training',  approved  June  20,  1949  (63  Stat.  201),  except  that  (A) 
no  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  any  benefit  under  section  621  of 
the  National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  /"I 
(B)  the  indemnity  accorded  to  such  person  under  the  Service-  VJ 
men's  Indemnity  Act  of  1951,  as  amended,  shall  terminate  thirty 
days  after  the  release  of  such  person  from  such  period  of  active 
duty  for  training. 

Except  as  specifically  provided  by  this  subsection,  no  person  shall 
become  entitled,  by  reason  of  his  performance  of  a  period  of  active 
duty  for  training  required  by  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  to  any  right,  benefit,  or  privilege  provided  by  law  for  persons 

who  have  performed  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

“(e)  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  advise  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  shall  report  annually  to 
the  Congress,  with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  persons  performing 
periods  of  active  duty  for  training  under  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (c) 
of  this  section,  but  shall  have  no  authority  with  respect  to  the  military 
training  of  such  persons  during  such  periods.  W  ithin  sixty  days 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  the 
National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  a  program  containing  recommendations  for  the  personal 
safety,  health,  welfare,  and-  morals  of  the  members  of  the  Ready 


Reserve  while  performing  such  active  duty  for  training,  including 
regulations  concerning  the  dispensing  of  alcoholic  beverages  on  train¬ 
ing  establishments,  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  several  States. 

“(f)  Any  person  who  completes  satisfactorily  the  period  of  active 
duty  for  training  required  of  him  by  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (c) 
of  this  section  during  any  enlistment  pursuant  to  this  section  shall 
be  entitled,  upon  application  for  reemployment  within  sixty  days 
after  (A)  his  release  from  such  required  period  of  active  duty  for 
training  after  satisfactory  completion  thereof,  or  (B)  his  discharge 
from  hospitalization  incident  to  such  duty  continuing  after  such 
release  for  a  period  of  not  more  than  six  months,  to  all  reemployment 
rights  and  benefits  provided  by  section  9  of  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act  for  individuals  inducted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  such  Act,  except  that  (1)  any  person  so  restored  to  a  position 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  be  dis¬ 
charged  from  such  position  without  cause  within  six  months  after 
such  restoration,  and  (2)  no  reemployment  rights  granted  by  this 
iubsection  shall  entitle  any  person  to  retention,  preference,  or  displace¬ 
ment  rights  over  a  veteran  with  a  superior  claim  under  the  Veterans 
Preference  Act  of  1944,  as  amended. 

“Sec.  263.  (a)  Until  July  1,  1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard)  may  provide  by  regulations,  which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform 
as  practicable,  for  the  release  from  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces 
prior  to  serving  the  periods  for  which  inducted  or  enlisted,  but  in 
no  case  before  serving  a  minimum  of  twelve  months,  of  individuals 
who  were  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955  and  who  volunteer  for  transfer  to 
units  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve, 
Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard  Reserve.  Each  such  individual 
shall  be  required  to  participate  in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  208  (f)  of  this  Act  for  a  period  which,  when  added 
to  the  period  of  his  active  duty,  totals  four  years.  The  total  number  of 
individuals  released  from  active  duty  under  this  subsection  shall  not 
exceed  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  annually. 

“(b)  Until  July  1, 1957,  the  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  accept  enlistments  in  units  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Reserve, 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  and  Coast  Guard  Reserve 
for  a  period  of  one  year  from  individuals  released  from  active  duty 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  F orces  Act  of  1955.  Persons 
so  enlisting  shall  be  required  during  such  enlistments  to  participate 
in  the  Ready  Reserve  under  the  provisions  of  section  208  (f)  of  this 
Act.” 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT  AMENDMENTS 

Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  4  (d)  (3)  of  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following :  “Each  person 
wdio,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  paragraph  and  on  or 
before  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  is 
inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in  the 
Armed  Forces,  including  the  reserve  components  thereof,  or  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth 
anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security 
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Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship, 
in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
Six-year  obli -United  States  Coast  Guard) .  Each  person  wdio,  subsequent  to  the  date 


gat ion. 
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p. 600. 

p. 604* 


National  Guard 
servioe. 


Acceptance  of 
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Ante,  p,  600. 


of  enactment  of  the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955,  is  inducted,  enlisted, 
or  appointed,  under  any  provision  of  law,  in  the  Armed  Forces,  includ¬ 
ing  the  reserve  components  thereof,  except  a  person  enlisting  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  262  of  the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of 
1952,  or  a  person  deferred  under  the  next  to  the  last  sentence  of  section 
6  (d)  (1)  of  this  Act,  as  amended,  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth 
anniversary  of  his  birth,' shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a  reserve  component,  for  a 
total  period  of  six  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of 
personal  hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard).”  ^ 

(b)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  of  such  Act,  as  amended  (50  U.  S.  C.  App.\j 
456  (c)  (2) ),  is  amended  by — 

(1)  adding  at  the  end  of  clause  (A)  thereof  the  following  new 
sentence :  “No  such  person  who  has  completed  eight  years  of  satis¬ 
factory  sei’vice  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  the  National 
Guard,  and  who  during  such  service  has  performed  active  duty 
for  training  with  an  armed  force  for  not  less  than  three  consecu¬ 
tive  months,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service 
under  this  Act,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of 
the  Reserve  Forces  Act  of  1955.”; 

(2)  striking  out  in  clause  (B)  thereof  the  words  “or  clause 
(A)”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  a  comma  and  the  words  “or 
clause  (A),  clause  (C),  or  clause  (D)”;  and 

(3)  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  clauses: 

“(C)  Whenever  the  President  determines  that  the  enlisted 

strength  of  the  Ready  Reserve  of  the  Army  Reserve,  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  Coast  Guard 
Reserve  cannot  be  maintained  at  the  level  which  he  determines 
to  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense,  he  may  author¬ 
ize  the  acceptance  of  enlistments  in  organized  units  of  such  Ready 
Reserve  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Enlistments  authorized  by  this  clause  may  be  accepted  only  (i)  Vj 
within  quotas  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  (ii) 
from  persons  who  have  not  been  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
under  this  Act  and  who  have  not  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years 
and  six  months.  Any  person  so  enlisted  shall  be  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  this  Act  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve 
satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  an  organized  unit  of  such  Ready 
Reserve.  No  person  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  clause 
shall  by  reason  of  such  deferment  be  liable  for  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  by  reason  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section 
after  he  has  attained  the  twenty-eighth  anniversary  of  the  date 
of  his  birth. 

“(D)  Within  the  quotas  prescribed  pursuant  to  section  262  of 
the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  each  person 
deferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  clause  (C)  hereof  may 
volunteer  to  perform  a  period  of  active  duty  for  training  pursuant 
to  clause  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  thereof  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  subsection  (d)_  of  such  section.  No  such  person  who  has  com¬ 
pleted  eight  years  of  satisfactory  service  as  a  member  of  an  or¬ 
ganized  unit  of  the  Ready  Reserve,  and  who  during  such  service 
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has  performed  such  period  of  active  duty  for  training,  shall  be 
liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  Act,  except 
after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the 
Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  clause.  "  • 

“(E)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  Act,  the  Unsatisfactory 
President,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  servioe  in 
may  provide  that  any  person  enlisted  or  appointed  in  the  Ready  Ready  Reserve. 
Reserve  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant 
to  authority  conferred  by  this  subsection  or  under  section  262  of 
the  Armed  Forces  Reserve  Act  of  1952,  as  amended,  who  fails  Ante,  p.  600. 
to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such  Ready  Reserve  may  be 
selected  for  training  and  service  and  inducted  into  the  armed 
force  of  which  such  reserve  component  is  a  part,  prior  to  the  selec¬ 
tion  and  induction  of  other  persons  liable  therefor.'”. 

(c)  Section  6  (d)  (1)  of  such  Act  (50  U.  S.  C.,  App.  456  (d)  (1) ) 
is  amended  by — 

(1)  striking  out  in  clause  (C)  of  the  first  sentence  thereof  the 
words  “subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title”,  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  “the  first  sentence  of  section  4  (d)  (3)  of 
this  Act,  or  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  com¬ 
mission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  of  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  Act”:  and 

(2)  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Upon  the  sue-  Commissions, 
cessful  completion  by  any  person  of  the  required  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  under  any  program  listed  in  clause  (A)  of  the  first  sentence 

of  this  paragraph,  such  person  shall  be  tendered  a  commission  in 
the  appropriate  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  if  he  is 
otherwise  qualified  for  such  appointment.  If,  at  the  time  of 
such  appointment,  the  armed  force  in  which  such  person  is  com¬ 
missioned  does  not  require  his  service  on  active  duty  in  fulfillment 
of  the  obligation  undertaken  by  him  in  compliance  with  clause  (B ) 
of  the  first  sentence  of  this  paragraph,  such  person  shall  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  for  training  with  such  armed  force  in  the  grade  in 
which  he  was  commissioned  for  a  period  of  six  months.  Upon 
completion  of  such  period  of  active  duty  for  training,  such  per¬ 
son  shall  be  returned  to  inactive  duty  and  shall  be  assigned  to 
an  appropriate  reserve  unit  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the 
receipt  of  a  commission  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

So  long  as  such  person  performs  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit, 
as  determined  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  he  shall  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act.  If  such  person  fails  to  perform  satis-  Revocation, 
factory  service  in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not  excused  under 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  his  commission 
may  be  revoked  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
concerned.” 

(d)  Section  6  (d)  (2)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following:  “Any  person  heretofore  or  hereafter  enlisted  Deferment, 
in  the  Army  Reserve,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve, 

the  Air  Force  Reserve,  or  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve  who  thereafter 
has  been  or  may  be  commissioned  therein  upon  graduation  from  an 
Officers’  Candidate  School  of  such  Armed  Force  shall,  if  not  ordered 
to  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer,  be  deferred  from  training 
and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  so  long  as  he  performs 
satisfactory  service  as  a  commissioned  officer  in  an  appropriate  unit 
of  the  Ready  Reserve,  as  determined  under  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  department  concerned.  If  such  person  fails 
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to  perform  satisfactory  service  in  such  unit,  and  such  failure  is  not 
excused  under  such  regulations,  his  commission  may  be  revoked  by 
such  Secretary.” 

•  Approved  August  9,  1955. 
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